
CITY OF KINGMAN
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL

Council Chambers
310 N. 4th Street

 
5:30 PM AGENDA Tuesday, January 19, 2016 
     

REGULAR MEETING

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

INVOCATION

The invocation will be given by Pete Ernst of Manzanita Baptist Church

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN
ACCORDANCE WITH A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE
FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE
RELATING THERETO:

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a. The Regular Meeting Minutes of December 15, 2015

b. The Regular Meeting and Executive Session minutes of January 5, 2016

2. APPOINTMENTS

a. Consideration of appointing Jan Davis to the Tourism Development Commission
(TDC)
The TDC has a vacancy with the expiration of the term of Jim Baker. The TDC met on
January 7, 2016 and recommended appointing Jan Davis to a term from January 1, 2016
to December 31, 2018. Staff recommends approval.

b. Consideration of appointing Economic Development and Marketing
Commission (EDMC) members
The EDMC has two vacant terms that expire December, 2017. On January 13, 2016 the
EDMC voted 5-0 to recommend appointing Alasandra Reynolds and Burt Dubin to fill
the two vacant terms. Staff recommends approval.

c. Discussion and appointment of Council Liaisons to City of Kingman Boards and
Commissions

d. Discussion and appointment of Council Liaison for the Western Arizona Council
of Governments (WACOG) Executive Committee

3. AWARDS/RECOGNITION

a. Promotion badge pinning/employee introduction
The fire department has recently promoted and/or hired numerous positions. The fire
department would like to conduct badge pinning for the following ranks:
 
Oscar Lopez               Fire Prevention Specialist                11/9/2015



Justin Garcia               Firefighter                                          7/29/2015
Brett Wildebaur           Firefighter                                        10/19/2015
Cody Wood                 Firefighter                                         10/19/2015
Robert Cole                 Firefighter                                         1/5/2016
Chris Chavez               Firefighter                                        12/26/2015
Chris Angermuller        Battalion Chief – Training                1/4/2016
Len Dejoria                  Battalion Chief – Prevention            10/12/2015
Andrew Rucker            Battalion Chief – Operations            10/5/2015
Dan Winder                  Battalion Chief - EMS                      10/19/2015
Chris Simpson              Captain                                            12/27/2015
Joey Meins                    Captain                                            12/27/2015

4. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken
as a result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or
rescheduling the matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the
Public will be restricted to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the
Consent Agenda. There will be no comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or
group. Comments should be limited to no longer than 3 minutes.

5. CONSENT AGENDA

All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by
one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, that
item will be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately.

a. Consideration of Ordinance 1810R: permitting substitution of livestock
allowances on properly zoned properties and clarifying pig and bird allowances
Section 3-22 of the Kingman Code of Ordinances has been modified to permit livestock
substitutions on properly zoned properties. The language has further been clarified to
resolve ambiguities with regards to birds which has caused enforcement difficulties in
the past for the Kingman Police Department (KPD). It is anticipated that the clarification
will reduce or eliminate these difficulties. Staff recommends approval.

b. Letter of appointment
With approval, the designee from the Kingman Fire Department will be authorized by
the State of Arizona to inspect state owned, leased, or otherwise occupied buildings for
fire code compliance.  The letter of approval appoints one person who meets the
standards required  by the A.R.S. Statute 41-2162 (A) (2) to act as Assistant Fire
Marshal for the State Fire Marshal's Office. This appointment will be for Battalion Chief
- Prevention Len DeJoria. Staff recommends approval.

c. Consideration of grant of public utility easement
John and Vonda Neal have requested a sewer extension to their property located at 7
Palo Christi Road. Since a portion of of the proposed sewer main will be located within
a private street, a public utility easement is required to allow for City maintenance of the
main. The owners of the private street have executed the attached grant of public utility
easement. Staff recommends approval.

d. Resolution 4988: authorization for banking activities
Resolution 4988 removes Diane Richards, Budget Analyst, as an authorized person to
make wire transfers between the City's bank accounts. It removes the authorization for
any person to make telephonic transfers between the City's bank accounts. Staff



recommends approval.
e. Replace Court fax machine

The Court's fax machine is 10 years old and beyond repair due to age and degradation.
The Court would like to purchase a Xerox MFC3325 from Copier Source. Staff
recommends approval.

f. Electronic Crimes Task Force award
The Kingman Police Department has been awarded $1,000 for training, which will be
used to partially cover costs associated with smartphone forensics training and
certification. Remaining costs for the training and certification will be covered by the
department training line item budget. Staff recommends approval.

g. Proposed Resolution 4990: approving the final subdivision plat and improvement
plans for Southern Circle, Tract 1968
A request from Fripps Mohave Land, LLC, property owner and subdivider, and
Raymond W. Stadler., P.E., project engineer, for the approval of a final subdivision plat
and improvement plans for Southern Circle, Tract 1968. The subject property is zoned
R-2: Residential, Multiple Family, Low Density and is located along the north side of
Southern Avenue east of Harrod Way. The subdivision is proposed to have six
residential lots on 1.21 acres and will include one new public street, Paula Place, which
will connect to Southern Avenue. The final plat, final drainage report, improvement plans,
retaining wall analysis and design, and engineer’s opinion of probable cost have been
reviewed by the City Engineer, Development Services Department, and other concerned
agencies and was found to be in compliance with the Subdivision Ordinance and other
applicable regulations. The final plat is also in accordance with the requirements of
Resolution 4886 which approved the preliminary plat for Southern Circle, Tract 1968 on
April 1, 2014. The subdivider is proposing to construct the required subdivision
improvements prior to recording the final plat; therefore, an assurance agreement is not
being offered. Once all improvements are completed and accepted by the Council the final
plat will be recorded. An 18-month time frame is proposed for the completion of the
improvements. Staff recommends approval.

h. Proposed Resolution 4991: declaring the City's intent to collect paybacks for a
sewerline extension in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue (ENG14-068)
The Engineering Department finalized a sewer payback calculation sheet for an
extension of approximately 548 linear feet of eight-inch PVC SDR sewer line extension
in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue. The City intends to collect paybacks on behalf
of the installing party on these sewer lines in accordance with the Municipal Utility
Regulations. Staff recommends approval.

i. Proposed Resolution 4992: declaring the City's intent to collect paybacks for a
waterline extension in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street (ENG15-055)
The Engineering Department finalized a water payback calculation sheet for an extension
of approximately 386 linear feet of six-inch water line extension in Florence Avenue east
of La Salle Street. The City intends to collect paybacks on behalf of the installing party
on these water lines in accordance with the Municipal Utility Regulations.  Staff
recommends approval.

j. Resolution 4989: Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Grant E6F2S
Resolution 4989 accepts ADOT Grant E6F2S for $70,527 for the reconstruction of
Taxiway C and Aircraft Parking Apron; the local match for the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) grant was previously approved. The Kingman Airport Authority
(KAA) respectfully requests the Council accept ADOT Grant E6F2S and adopt



Resolution 4989.

k. Selection of audit firm to perform professional auditing services for FY2015 -
FY2019
In November 2015, the City terminated its relationship with its audit firm, Heinfeld
Meech. The City's Fiscal Year (FY) 2015 audit had not been completed prior to the
termination. A request for proposal (RFP) to hire an audit firm to perform professional
auditing services for FY2015 - FY2019 was submitted on December 11, 2015.
Interested proposers were able to submit proposals until January 8, 2016. On January
12, 2016, an evaluation committee reviewed, discussed and scored each proposer's
submission. Of the six proposers, two proposers, HintonBurdick and
CliftonLarsonAllen, responded to all mandatory elements, provided responses to all
technical requirements, and included hours and rates for all schedules. Those
proposers were also scored highly (above 90%) by each evaluator. Staff recommends
Council award the professional auditing services contract to
CliftonLarsonAllen.

6. OLD BUSINESS

a. Review of Kingman Police Department (KPD) Lieutenant exempt classification
On November 17, 2015 the Council reviewed a proposal from the Fire Department to
reclassify three (3) Battalion Chiefs from exempt status to hourly status in pay grade
221. The agenda item was tabled when concerns were expressed by the Police
Department Lieutenants. On December 15, 2015 the agenda item was returned to Council
and the reclassification was approved. Council requested a report from the Police
Department at the second meeting in January to reflect department challenges. The
department has prepared a report that highlights current staffing levels, demand for
service, challenges and a proposal that will keep Lieutenants at exempt status under pay
grade classification 221. Staff recommends implementing a change to the Lieutenant
position, pay grade classification 221, with the addition of overtime under a
"operational/situational call out" method or referring the proposal to the
Management Team Compensation Committee for further review.

b. Consideration of Ordinance 1806: Kingman Crossing Planned Development
District (PDD)
At its January 5, 2016 meeting, the Council tabled action on Ordinance 1806 to allow
Staff to provide the Council with information concerning pole signs in the Kingman
Crossing area located north of the proposed Kingman Crossing Traffic
Interchange. There are three zoning districts in this area. The first zoning district,
Ordinance 1600 is for the hospital property north of Santa Rosa Boulevard and west and
east of Kingman Crossing Boulevard. The other two zoning districts are located north of
Interstate 40 (I-40) and south of Santa Rosa Boulevard. All three zoning districts
allow freestanding signs; 300-square feet to be located 40-feet above the finished grade of
I-40. Murals are permitted in the zoning districts on the north side. Staff recommends
approval.

c. Determine a property tax base levy and use of revenues for the May 17, 2016
election
Over the past several months, Council has had many discussions surrounding the
consideration of a primary property tax. At the January 7, 2016 Council work session,
the general consensus was to move forward with the primary property tax initiative, but
the property tax base levy and use of revenues were not determined. In order to meet



the May 17, 2016 election timelines, Council must determine the primary property tax
base levy and use of revenues at the January 19, 2016 Council meeting. In order to
meet deadlines, Staff recommends Council approve a primary property tax base
levy and use of revenues.

7. NEW BUSINESS

a. Fireworks
At the Council work session on January 7, 2016, there was discussion on whether the
Council was interested providing a block party or fireworks display for the July Fourth
celebration. The direction provided was that Council was more interested in a block
party than fireworks display. The Council also heard a presentation from Judith Landells
regarding an invitation for Kingman to come to Valle Vista for a fun filled day of events
and a fireworks display. Since the work session, Erin Cochran has stepped forward and
volunteered to raise the funds if the City is willing to put on the show. The Council will
need to decide whether or not to put funds into the 2016-2017 budget. If approved, Ms.
Cochran will begin raising funds and turning them over to the City to cover
costs. While it will be labor intensive, Staff recommends providing both as long
as a safe location can be secured for the fireworks display and funds can be
secured from private sources.

8. REPORTS

Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons

a. Engineering Department report and capital project updates
Engineering Services will provide a report on the department and its functions and
responsibilities. There will also be an update and review of current capital improvement
projects (CIP). This presentation is for informational purposes.

b. Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons

9. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER

Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests
for agenda items for future meetings.

10. EXECUTIVE SESSION

a. Executive Session
Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4), the City Attorney requests the Council enter
executive session to discuss potential litigation regarding the Central Christian Church
and the City's denial of a conditional use permit (CUP). 

ADJOURNMENT



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: The Regular Meeting Minutes of December 15, 2015 
 

SUMMARY:
The Regular Meeting Minutes of December 15, 2015
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the minutes.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
The Regular Meeting Minutes of December 15, 2015

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 5:28 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL

Council Chambers
310 N. 4th Street

5:30 PM DRAFT MINUTES Tuesday, December 15, 2015 

REGULAR MEETING

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

Members Officers Visitors Signing in
Richard Anderson –
Mayor

John Dougherty, City
Manager

See attached list

Carole Young - Vice
Mayor

Jackie Walker, Human
Resources Director

Mark Abram Carl Cooper, City Attorney
Larry Carver Jake Rhoades, Fire Chief
Kenneth Dean Greg Henry, City Engineer
Jen Miles Rusty Cooper, Deputy Chief

of Police
Stuart Yocum Mike Meersman, Parks and

Recreation Director
Tina Moline, Finance
Director
Gary Jeppson, Development
Services Director
Rob Owen, Public Works
Director
Joe Clos, Information
Services Director
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk
and Recording Secretary
Erin Roper, Deputy City
Clerk

Mayor Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:31 P.M. and roll call was taken. All Council
members were present. The invocation was given by City Attorney Carl Cooper after which the
Pledge of Allegiance was said in unison. 

INVOCATION

The invocation will be given by Steve McCall of Desert Church of Christ.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN

https://kingman.novusagenda.com/agendaintranet/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=183&MeetingID=16
https://kingman.novusagenda.com/agendaintranet/CoverSheet.aspx?ItemID=183&MeetingID=16


ACCORDANCE WITH A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE
FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE
RELATING THERETO:

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a. The Regular Meeting minutes of December 1, 2015

Councilmember Young said that she would abstain from voting on this item as she was
not present for the December 1, 2015, meeting.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE the Regular Meeting minutes
of December 1, 2015. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a
vote of 6-0 with Councilmember Young ABSTAINING.

2. APPOINTMENTS

a. Reappointment of commissioners to the Municipal Utility Commission (MUC)
The terms for Commissioners Pat Yarish,Toby Orr and Marvin Yarbrough will expire on
December 31, 2015. No new talent bank applications have been received. At their
November 23, 2015 meeting, the MUC voted 4-0 to recommend reappointment of
commissioners Pat Yarish,Toby Orr and Marvin Yarbrough.

Councilmember Miles made a MOTION to REAPPOINT Pat Yarish, Toby Orr, and
Marvin Yarbrough to the Municipal Utilities Commission. Councilmember Young
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

b. Consideration of appointing two candidates to the Planning and Zoning
Commission
The Planning and Zoning Commission considered eight candidate applications on
December 8, 2015 to fill one term expiring in December, 2015 and one term expiring in
December, 2016. The Planning and Zoning Commission recommends that the
Council appoint two commissioners from the following candidates: Mark Bailey,
Laurie DeVries, Gary Fredrickson, Jed Noble, and Thomas Schulte.

Councilmember Abram said that there are two seats available on the commission and
several names were brought before the commission for consideration. He said that
applicant Laurie DeVries pulled her application and four candidates were forwarded to
the Council for approval to two seats.

Mayor Anderson noted that no specific recommendation had been made.

Development Services Director Gary Jeppson said that applicant Jed Noble was on the
Transit Advisory Commission and would have to resign from that if he were appointed
to the Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission.

Applicant Gary Fredrickson addressed the Council and said that he has been a resident
of Kingman for seven and a half months. He said that growing up he witnessed what a



major freeway does to a city and the good and developments that come with it. He said
that his experience can help the city. He said that Moreno Valley, California, grew to
200,000-plus and was a bed room community struggling for jobs until late in life. He
said that this lead to him moving to Kingman in April for more economic development
and growth. He said that he will be fair and respect the past while moving forward.

Applicant Mark Bailey addressed the Council and said that he has been a homeowner in
Kingman since 2006 and a permanent resident since 2013. He said that he worked on
the Salt River Project and various other projects. He said that he worked on projects
including railroad and pipelines through eminent domain. He said that he was a part of
the Arizona Historical Society in St. Johns, Arizona, and served on other committees.
He said that he has the general background knowledge and experience including
mitigation of rights-of-way.

Applicant Thomas Schulte addressed the Council and said that he retired a year and a
half ago. He said that he researched where he wanted to live and this brought them to
Arizona. He said that he narrowed it down to a couple of locations and fell in love with
Kingman. He said that he bought a house here on their first trip. He said that he was a
senior executive in the service industry where there are a lot of regulations and he had to
learn and was involved in major project planning. He said that he is a member of the
Moose Lodge and volunteers at the golf course. He said that he had to understand the
intent of requests and the unintended consequences of them. He said that he learned to
dig down to see the issue and how to be a good leader and follower which he worked
hard to develop. He said that he learned how to say no and explain why a project was
not approved and how to resubmit the request to get it approved. He said that he has
done a lot of volunteer work and believes that you have to give something back to the
community. He said that it is important to recognize the historical significance of
Kingman with the controlled growth. He said that he feels he has something to add and
learn.

Applicant Jed Noble addressed the Council and said that he had submitted his
application a while ago and was appointed to the commission for the Kingman Area
Regional Transit (KART) system. He said that he was not aware of the restrictions of
serving on both and would be happy to turn consideration over to another candidate.

Councilmember Carver asked if the other applicants were present.

Councilmember Abram said that the P&Z Commission only put through five applicants
and Laurie DeVries pulled out. He said that there is a lot of good expertise and two
applicants stand out to him in Mr. Fredrickson and Mr. Bailey. He said that Mr. Shulte
was also up there but he noticed Mr. Shulte's willingness to serve on the Golf Course
Advisory Commission.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPOINT Gary Fredrickson and Mark
Bailey to the Planning and Zoning Commission. Councilmember Young SECONDED
and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

Mayor Anderson noted that the commission may have another vacancy coming up and
he hoped applicants would remain interested. He thanked all of the applicants for
applying and congratulated the two new commission members.



c. Discussion and possible action regarding appointment of a vice-mayor
Mark Wimpee, Sr. resigned from the position of vice-mayor and the Council in
October, 2015. The Council will discuss selecting a new vice-mayor and possibly
appoint a member to that position.

Mayor Anderson said that there would not be an Executive Session for the Vice Mayor
selection and asked that those Council members interested let the Council know. He
said that those who are interested will have three minutes to convince the rest of the
Council on who to move forward with.
 
Councilmembers Carver and Young expressed their interested in being appointed as
Vice Mayor.
 
Councilmember Young said that she previously served one year as Vice Mayor and the
main purpose of this position is to work closely with the Mayor and City Manager on
agenda items and to attend several meetings and conferences. She said that this person
has to have the freedom and time to serve in the place of the Mayor and requires a lot
of community commitment. She said that she has 25 years of leadership experience
working at Frontier Communications and had a staff of 200 employees. She said that
she is organized and has economic development experience. She said that she feels the
Vice Mayor should work closely with the Mayor, Council and City Manager on
Kingman Crossing. She said that she has knowledge of strategic planning and moving
projects in to the implementation stages. She said that she served one year as Vice
Mayor and has served seven years on the Council. She said that she is familiar with
staff and commissions and knows most of the employees. She said that she would be
honored to get the Council's vote.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he spend 21 years with the Arizona Highway Patrol
and has been the Exalted Leader of the Elks Lodge. He said that he has worked on
budgets and has leadership experience. He said that his first couple of years on the
Council were spent learning and he is now very active with the Mayor and City
Manager. He said that Councilmember Young has been on the Council for seven years
and served once as Vice Mayor. He said that he feels it is time to give someone else a
shot and that is why he did not vote for her before. He said that he does not always
agree with the Mayor and the Council needs someone to show the other side. He said
that he serves in an elected office and is not a politician. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked the rest of the Council if they had any questions for either
Councilmember Carver or Councilmember Young.
 
Councilmember Dean asked how long Councilmember Carver had been on Council.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he was in his third year on the Council.
 
Councilmember Miles said that she heard one project mentioned and asked what the
most compelling strategic issues were for the coming year.
 
Councilmember Young said that the main issue for her would be sustaining the revenue
base to provide essential services. She said that 62-percent of the budget is for public
safety and she wants to maintain or exceed the current level of service. She said that
positions need to be filled and there will be more growth if the community is for



Kingman Crossing. She said that there are not efficient response times and a fire station
and police substation are needed. She said that her focus is public safety and creating a
fair revenue base. She said that it is up to the community whether this is through a
property tax or a sales tax. She said that the City needs a stable revenue base to
maintain service.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he is in the same mode with a revenue source though
he does not share the same priorities. He said that public safety is a necessity but if the
City does not have the money to fix its infrastructure then the town cannot survive and
there will be no need for public safety. He said that the City has to be able to increase
things to provide services and need to give people a reason to come here. He said that
without other infrastructure people will not show up.
 
Councilmember Abram said that a lot of other towns rotate Vice Mayors to give
someone else that feel and experience. He asked if, knowing that the Vice Mayor takes
the place of the Mayor if something happens to the Mayor and the Mayor's position
takes a significant amount of time more than the Council, would that time be available
for each.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he asked someone about this today and they said to
quit wasting time focusing on that. He said that he could give that amount of time but
would not want something to happen to the Mayor.
 
Councilmember Young said that she did not want that to be the case. She said that she
could step in tomorrow with complete transparency. She said that she has no conflict
with organizations and no personal agenda. She said that the Vice Mayor does spend a
lot of time in the community and there are a lot of times they will get a last minute call
from the Mayor to do something and she can do that.
 
Mayor Anderson said that there was quite a bit of building going on in 2006, 2007 and
2008 with a lot of homes put in and streets built. He said that many subdivisions were
put in before the recession and the streets were given to the City which the City now
has to maintain. He said that he would be interested in hearing how each would handle
the new and growing function of maintaining new roads.
 
Councilmember Carver said that the City needs a revenue source to do this and without
it the City will have to start pulling from other areas. He said that he has sat down with
the Public Works and Finance directors and asked what can be reduced to maintain
these. He said that the City would be on a shoestring budget until a revenue source is
developed.
 
Councilmember Young said that the City has a Capital Improvements Plan and has to
prioritize. She said that the City does have to repave roads and one issue is having
several unpaved roads that do not reach the Capital Improvements Plan. She said that
she would like to see this on there. She said that this is based on Highway User
Revenue Fund (HURF) funds and unlike the City water and sewer service these are
maintained by the General Fund. She said that it depends on what the City has as to
what can be done.
 
Mayor Anderson asked for a roll call vote with each Councilmember saying the
candidate they would like to select as Vice Mayor. 
 



Councilmember Young was APPOINTED as Vice Mayor by a vote of 5-2 with
Councilmembers Carver and Dean voting for Councilmember Carver.

3. AWARDS/RECOGNITION

a. Citizen recognition
On October 30th at approximately 10:30 A.M. officers responded to a collision
between a motorcycle and SUV at the intersection of Main and Wickieup. The rider of
the motorcycle received life threatening injuries as a result of the collision. Off-duty
Arizona Department of Public Safety (DPS) Trooper Leo Becenti Jr. and citizen Ellen
Baca heard the collision and immediately went to the aid of the rider. According to
family members, the surgeons were able to save the rider's life and leg due to the
prompt actions of Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca. Both individuals are to be
commended for their quick and selfless response to an individual in distress.  

Deputy Chief of Police Rusty Cooper addressed the Council and said that he was
representing the police department on behalf of Chief Robert DeVries who was not able
to attend. Deputy Chief Cooper explained the incident that occurred  and said that the
accident victim is now recovering and surgeons were able to save the gentleman's life
and leg due to the quick actions of Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca.
 
Fire Chief Jake Rhoades addressed the Council and said that in today's society you
don't know how people are going to react. He said that this was an extraordinary act
and Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca jumped into action. He said that there is no training
to create a tourniquet in this manner. He said that these were extraordinary actions and
he is proud to know that there are citizens like Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca to make a
difference.
 
Deputy Chief Cooper introduced Department of Public Safety District One Lieutenant
Ron DeLong and Major John Philpot. He also said that KPD Sergeant David Coffin had
spoken with the Bach family who wanted to pass along how grateful they were that
Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca saved both Mr. Bach's life and leg. The family said that
Mr. Bach has a long road to recovery but he will walk again. He then presented
certificates of appreciation and life saving to Trooper Becenti and Ms. Baca on behalf
of the Kingman police and fire departments.
 
Mayor Anderson said that Kingman is a fantastic town with wonderful residents and
neighbors who will go out of their way to help. He said that Kingman cares.

4. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken
as a result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or
rescheduling the matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the
Public will be restricted to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the
Consent Agenda. There will be no comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or
group. Comments should be limited to no longer than 3 minutes.

Resident Graig Graves addressed the Council and said that he was there to thank the people



who helped save the Downtown Post Office. He said that this took a lot of work and people
but it started with the City. He said that he wanted to bring attention to how quirky downtown
is and said that his family has had a store downtown for 55 years. He said that he has seen
councils come and go and what does and does not work. He said that he has seen angled
parking added to the streets and locations with pass through parking such as the Central
Commercial building. He said that there are always cars moving in and out. He said that
downtown can handle a lot of traffic but cars have the be able to move in and out. He asked
the Council to consider this for the downtown area.
 
Marianne VanHasselt addressed the Council and said that she wished to speak on item "7b".
 
Resident Scott Dunton addressed the Council and said that he was there as the president of
the Route 66 Association of Kingman. He thanked the Council for their support of Route 66.
He said that the Ramada hotel was recently redone and  looks great. He said that the
Chambers family owns several buildings which is tremendous. He said that if you look at the
other stuff downtown that the association cleaned up that looks a lot better. He said that
Jamie Taylor is in charge of Beale Celebrations now which he thinks is going to take off and
their Elks building has been busy every weekend for the last six weeks. He said that things are
picking up. He said that the coffee shop was moving into a larger building and Bubba was
moving into the coffee shop which is a big deal. He said that Terry Thompson bought the
building next to him and is putting in a brewery. He also said that the cross fit business is
moving. He said that there are great things going on for Route 66. He said that his family has
been here for many years and Route 66 is their life. He said that the General Plan is working
and asked the Council to join them in helping with historic things in Kingman. He said that
there would be a fundraiser at Beale Celebrations in January and keeping on course is up to
the Council.
 
Mayor Anderson began to respond to Mr. Dunton and City Attorney Carl Cooper stated that
this was not allowed during the Call to the Public. Mayor Anderson told Mr. Dunton that he
say the "Historic Route 66" sign when he got off of Interstate 40 and thanked Mr. Dunton for
this.
 
Mr. Dunton stated that he asked the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) to
change the signs to make this the most important part. He said that the Council has a chance
to make this better.

5. CONSENT AGENDA

All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by
one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, that
item will be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately.

a. Professional Services Agreement at Railroad Museum
According to the agreement, the Whistle Stop Railroad Club (WSRRC) will utilize the
"Hertz space" in addition to the original space they occupied in the Kingman Train Depot.
WSRRC will be required to have the museum open five days a week. They will also be
responsible for routine maintenance of the museum portion of the Depot including, but not
limited to, cleaning, dusting, routine repairs, and stocking the restrooms. The City will be
responsible for major repairs and the utilities. The  agreement renewal will be for one year and
will begin on January 1, 2016. Staff recommends approval.



b. Award of bid for a new office building
The Mohave Area General Narcotics Enforcement Team (M.A.G.N.E.T.) Board of
Directors sought bids for the construction of a new office building at their current
location on Flightline Drive. One bid was submitted and opened on November 25, 2015
with the bidder being T.R. Orr Inc. with a construction cost of $132,000.00. The bid
was reviewed and approved by the M.A.G.N.E.T. Board of Directors on December 4,
2015. Staff recommends approval.

c. Consideration of an exception to Section 9-5(c)(1) to permit overhead power to a
detached garage at 3724 N. Moore Street
The residents at 3724 N. Moore Street are constructing a detached garage on the rear
portion of their property. There is a powerline along the rear of the lot that serves the
properties on the east of Moore Street and the west side of Bond Street. Unisource
Energy will not charge them for an overhead line drop from this power line. Subsection
9-5(c)(1) of the City Code requires underground power. An underground power line will
cost the residents $2,000 and require them to run the line across the Hackberry right-of-
way. Staff recommends approval of the exception.

d. Authorization for the purchase of a Computer Aided Dispatching (CAD) paging
interface
The Kingman 9-1-1 Center currently utilizes a manual process of email, phone, and text
messaging to notify Command Staff of major incidents or to call out additional
personnel. The CAD paging interface will automate this process. The Kingman 9-1-1
Center and Kingman Police Department have a contract with New World Systems to
provide CAD Software and the paging interface would be an add-on to the existing system.
Staff recommends approval.

Councilmember Yocum made a MOTION to APPROVE the Consent Agenda as
presented. Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of
7-0. 
 

6. OLD BUSINESS

a. Consideration of grant of easement to Unisource (UNS) Electric at Kingman
Crossing property (ENG15-069)
The proposed easement is along the west boundary of the Kingman Crossing property
(Parcel 322-06-010) and is intended to cover existing power poles, electric lines and guy
anchors that were installed many years ago when the property was under ADOT
ownership.This easement request was reviewed and tabled at the October 20, 2015
Council meeting. On November 16, 2015, Staff met with members of Unisource
Electric but were unable to reach any additional agreements on the easement
language. Staff recommends including the standard franchise language in the
easement document, which requires the electric company to bear the costs of
any future relocation of their facilities. Staff further recommends authorizing the
mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 

City Engineer Greg Henry addressed the Council and said that this item was previously



discussed that the October 20, 2105, Council meeting. He said that Unisource has
requested an easement for existing poles on the Kingman Crossing property. He said
that there was concern last time about a paragraph in the agreement that required
Unisource to pay to move the poles. He said that staff has met with Unisource and
discussed that paragraph. He said that Unisource has proposed making this a 50/50
split which staff did not agree with. He said that staff is looking at what is best for the
City and the language proposed is directly from the franchise agreement ratified by the
public at election. He said that Mike Gibelou from Unisource would like to speak on
this item. He said that staff feels this is fair and reasonable and is consistent with other
City requirements.
 
Mr. Gibelou addressed the Council and gave them a packet of information. He said that
part of this is a review of the last time showing the line for the easement. He said that
this will allow the potential to serve more residents. He said that Unisource needs this
easement and the main point of disagreement with staff is on the franchise paragraph.
He then discussed the packet of information with the Council and said that the Detroit
Avenue and Pacific Avenue poles are not in the way of possible expansion. He said that
this might serve the Kingman Crossing development at a future date. He said that the
concern is definitely the term "public benefit". He said that the franchise language did
not include city parcels other than streets. He said that this is a concern for Unisource
and sometime in the future there would be the public benefit to move the poles at
Unisource's full expense. He said that he hoped the City would exhaust all other options
before bringing this to Unisource. He said that Unisource is trying to serve several
locations and feel this would be a concern for the future. He said that if Unisource is
asked to move these poles then it will not just be Kingman rate payers that would
shoulder the burden. He said that this would affect all Unisource customers which is not
equitable. He said that Unisource is proposing sharing the costs. He said that Unisource
needs this easement and will have to live with this and look at it at a future date.
 
Vice Mayor Young said that looking at the poles there are some riser poles that would
have to be moved. She asked if this also means having to move the main transmission
lines.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that this line is coming out of a substation and it would have to be
redone and redirected.
 
Vice Mayor Young asked if there would be costs associated with the substation.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that Unisource would not have to move the substation because they
own the property. He said that Unisource will have to dig a new trench and went over
the process involved with this.
 
Vice Mayor Young noted that the cost will be put back on the rate payers.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that this is part of doing business. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked Mr. Henry if the Unisource power poles are within the
right of way.
 
Mr. Henry said that this would have to be determined by a judge as the original permit
was issued by the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT). He said that ADOT
requires utilities to make changes at their sole expense.



 
Councilmember Carver asked what the worst case scenario would be if something was
to happen requiring the poles to be moved out of the right-of-way.
 
Mr. Henry said that the City would try to exhaust all options before asking Unisource
for this. He said that the City has an existing easement with Unisource and if the City
had to move these facilities the cost would be on the City. He said that if this proposal
is modified for a 50/50 cost share then the existing easement should be modified to cost
share as well.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that the existing easement is because of a large voltage line going
through it. He said that he did not think Unisource would be interested in sharing the
costs to move that line.
 
Councilmember Abram asked how many customers Unisource has that would have to
share this cost.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that he did not know this number off hand but it was approximately
175,000. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that they then did not know the cost to each customer.
 
Councilmember Miles asked for clarification that if the public benefit is to extend the
roads that it would also be extended in another area and that both lines would have to
be moved.
 
Mr. Henry said that this would be to provide access to Kingman Crossing.
 
Councilmember Miles clarified that both lines would be impacted which Mr. Henry said
was a potential. She said that there would be a lot of thought before moving these.
 
Mr. Henry said that there would. He said that in his research cities in the Phoenix area
require utilities to move larger lines at their sole expense and some charge just for the
consideration of the easement and the cost to move it as well.
 
Vice Mayor Young asked if the same language is in other easements.
 
Mr. Henry said that it was for Suddenlink Communications. He said that it has been a
while since he read the gas agreement but this language is in all of those contracts.
 
Mayor Anderson asked if Mr. Cooper had reviewed this agreement.
 
Mr. Cooper said that he had spoken with the attorney for Unisource and the arguments
were the same. He said that the franchise agreement refers to public rights-of-way but
extension of those roadways could cause the rights-of-way. He said that this is not
currently in the Unisource agreement. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked for clarification that two poles would be in violation if
those roads were continued.
 
Mr. Henry said that this was possible. He also gave an example south of Airway
Avenue.



 
Councilmember Abram asked if anyone knew the span between the poles and if it was
possible to move them one direction or the other.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that the pole in line with Pacific Avenue would be difficult to move but
the pole in line with Detroit Avenue can be moved. He said that moving a singular pole
is not really the concern. He said that the concern is if someone comes back in 15 years
and wants a pole moved as "public benefit" is not well defined.
 
Mayor Anderson said that pubic benefit is always a difficult term and he hears the City's
position. He asked Mr. Gibelou what the cost for this would be.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that this was noted in the handout and moving the entire line would
cost $96,000.
 
Mr. Henry said that even if this language remains as is a future Council could allow the
City to pay for a portion of this expense which Mr. Cooper agreed with. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that he sees the argument and there is no guarantee for
compensation. He said that the argument is that Unisource rate payers would have to
bear the cost which would be around $2.00 per customer and is not a bad deal. He said
that this would be $0.03 per bill. He said that he sees Unisource's point as giving the
City a little bit of buy-in would make the Council think twice before moving the poles.
 
Mr. Carver said that if this is standard language it is hard to conceive that no other
project is encumbered by such language. 
 
Mr. Henry said that everything is currently in the right-of-way where there was no prior
easement or one obtained by the City. He said that without that language then all others
are covered.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that this franchise paragraph is new this year and this is a piece of
property that the City owns that is not a street. He said that they were recently granted
an easement near the library and this language was not in that one. He said that it is in
another agreement near the Powerhouse. He said that staff has indicated they would like
it in all agreements. He said that in some areas it does not matter but some others are
unique. He said that without this other poles can't back them up and it takes longer to
restore service.
 
Vice Mayor Young asked for clarificationi that this term was only recently added.
 
Mr. Gibelou said that it was added within the past year.
 
Councilmember Miles said that she thought this was standard language.
 
Mr. Henry said that it is within existing street rights-of-way. He said that Kingman
Crossing is not a public street at this date and staff is trying to protect the future interest
of the City. He said that this language has been in the ordinance and has been applied to
City owned parcels within the last year.
 
Councilmember Carver clarified that the property in question was on the far west side
that would not be involved if the City sold the Kingman Crossing property.



 
Mr. Henry said that this was correct and this area was classified as parks and open
space.
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to ADOPT the grant of easement with the
franchise language as presented. Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was
APPROVED by a vote of 6-1 with Vice Mayor Young voting NAY.

b. Battalion Chief - Operations reclassification
The position of Battalion Chief – Operations for the Fire Department is currently an
“exempt” status position due to their supervisory status and responsibilities within the
department based on their assignment as “Shift Commanders.” The individuals within
these positions serve in a mixture of exempt and non-exempt status; however, they lose
many of the benefits associated with each classification. The work schedule and the
requirements of this position bring the conclusion that these individuals would be better
served and better serve the City of Kingman in a non-exempt classification. Staff
recommends the approval of the reclassification of the position of Battalion Chief -
Operations as non-exempt status within the adopted pay plan for the city of
Kingman.

Chief Rhoades said that information was requested after the last meeting has been
provided to the Council regarding job descriptions, pay scales and comparisons
between battalion chiefs and police lieutenants. He said that this issue is all in the history
of how it came about. He said that this is based on work schedules and of the six
battalion chiefs three work 48/96 hour shifts regardless of the date and time. He said
that they are the shift commander and are required as part of the minimum daily staffing.
He said that when each shift hits a minimum of 13 people battalion chiefs cannot be
allowed off due to overtime for coverage. He said that all other exempt employees work
40 hour weeks and the battalion chiefs cannot due to their schedules. He said that they
have to work holidays when other exempt employees are off. He said that
Councilmember Carver had asked him how many holidays the battalion chiefs have had
off in the last three years and they have worked all but five holidays which they had to
use vacation time to take off while other exempt employees get that off automatically.
He said that other positions get holiday pay. He said that this can be absorbed into the
current budget as the number of engineers has been reduced. He said that the
department has reduced positions, will manage overtime, and use their part time
program to help cover this. He said that comparisons on duties can be interchanged
with the police department lieutenants with the exception that these three battalion chiefs
work shifts. He said that they do not get time off during the week and this would be like
everyone else coming to meetings on Saturday and Sunday.
 
Councilmember Miles thanked Chief Rhoades for the job descriptions and the
functional duties are very different. She said that her concern was this matter going
through the compensation committee and asked if this would be a good idea to do.
 
Chief Rhoades said that he worked with Mr. Dougherty on this and it never came to the
compensation committee because it is a classification change. He said that the day after
the previous meeting the committee was not available and this was never a consideration
in working with Mr. Dougherty.
 



Councilmember Miles said that looking at the police lieutenants she thinks there are legal
issues involved. She said that she did research on this and found cases in which shift
commanders were determined to be exempt and others were non-exempt. She said that
the job descriptions are very important. She said that there is still evidence in the job
description that make this questionable. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that he was not involved in this and it went through the Human
Resources department and the City Manager.
 
Councilmember Miles said that non-exempt employees were non-managers and this
needs to have a legal review. She said that this position seems to supervise full-time
employees. She asked if they are full-time first responders.
 
Chief Rhoades said that this is the exception and there are those out there that manage
this both ways. He said that the City of Casa Grande has exempt battalion chiefs who
are allowed to collect overtime. He said that this is all over the place and that in looking
at Arizona the majority of departments operate this way. He said that the department is
trying to go back to how it used to be. He said that he is happy to work with Mr.
Cooper to make sure that the department is meeting the intent of this.
 
Mr. Cooper said that he was not involved in this discussion and Human Resources and
Risk Management Director Jackie Walker reviewed it.
 
Councilmember Miles said that this is a very contentious issue and it would be good to
have a legal look at it.
 
Councilmember Young said that the battalion chiefs are being used as first responders
as they go out on all emergency calls as first responders.
 
Chief Rhoades said that battalion chiefs do not go on medical calls and their response
depends on the type of call. He said that they do respond and they do rest during their
 48 hour shift, as all firefighters do, but they have a duty to respond. He said that two of
the current battalion chiefs are hazmat technicians and will serve in different functions.
He said that they are also NIMS certified incident commanders and an incident
commander is required on everything the fire department does which has become
standard.
 
Councilmember Dean asked why these positions were exempt in 2005.
 
Chief Rhoades said that he was not here when this occured and Ms. Walker could give
more insight into this. He said that there was a pay raise received by the police
lieutenants and the battalion chiefs were rolled in to match the pay scales.He said that he
believed this was contentious then and Ms. Walker could explain this better.
 
Ms. Walker said that in 2005 the Finance Department noticed a significant amount of
overtime usage and recommended looking into the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA)
and whether or not this position qualifies. She said that there were several exemptions
that qualify and the employer has the option to move the position to exempt status. She
said that the employer can always go above and beyond the law and pay an employer
hourly. She said that the City chose to move the position to exempt. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked for clarification that if a battalion chief goes on a call they are



more than just administrative and act as a first responder.
 
Ms. Walker said that this was correct but their primary responsibility is administrative
though they do respond to many calls.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he asked Chief Rhoades to provide information on this
matter and provided statistics on the number of calls run by the department and by the
battalion chiefs. He said that there is something in the exemption about 50-percent
administrative responsibilities. He said that the battalion chiefs are not running on that
many calls and there was an adjustment when these positions were rolled into exempt
status. He said that Human Resources did look back over a five year period and they
were give an additional amount to the base. He said that in 2013 two battalion chiefs
received an additional three-percent for compression and they are also given
certification pay. He said that one police lieutenant get certification pay. He said that if it
is a matter of shifts the battalion chiefs know their shifts. He said that if 48 hours is too
long then maybe this needs to be cut back. He said this is comparing apples to oranges
and the three police lieutenants don't know their shifts and can be called back. He said
that he would prefer being told that they want to be paid for the amount of hours they
work. He said that the lieutenants and administrative battalion chiefs are being fairly
compensated.
 
Chief Rhoades said that this position will always work 24 hour shifts and would still be
able to plan out their shifts. He said that the roll in followed a raise that the police
lieutenants received. He said that the supervisory level was looked at and the battalion
chiefs that will remain exempt are comparable to the police lieutenants. He said that he
has no desire to move those individuals. He said that the operations battalion chiefs
cannot take time off like any other employee. He said that to take a holiday off they
have to burn their own time and this really is comparing apples to oranges.
 
Councilmember Carver said that when this was approached the last time the big things
was that they would not get time off. He said that they have the ability to take time off
and are asking the Council to give them overtime. He said that this is money the City
does not have and the fire department's overtime use is high. He said that he would
rather see the department hire additional personnel.
 
Chief Rhoades said that the department is down positions and he would like to bring
back the paid-on-call program. He said that the pay rate for paid-on-call personnel is
$12.50 and $13.50 for paramedics. He said that this program is also voluntary. He said
that overtime is being managed more tightly and the elimination of three engineer
positions is another way that the department is being more fiscally responsible.
 
Councilmember Carver asked what the likelihood is that an operational battalion chief
can take time off and an administrative battalion chief can fill in.
 
Chief Rhoades said that there is a difference in training. He said that the prevention and
other battalion chiefs stay up on their training but the operational battalion chiefs do
these things daily. He said that the department has captains but this is an exception. He
said that this would be hit and miss as they are not doing this daily to stay fresh.
 
Councilmember Miles said that she just attended the department's awards ceremony
which was nice. She said that her concern is the process because there is a schedule to
speak to adjustments during the budget process. She said that coming forward with this



at this time of year and not going through the compensation committee seems out of
sync. She said that not enough eyes have looked at this and there is a need for a
comprehensive analysis of the entire salary scale rather than piece mailing it. She said
that this has been done outside of a compensation analysis which is a bit frustrating.
She said that she is not prepared to move forward with this on an individual position. 
 
Chief Rhoades said that he spoke to this during the budget season and finally got it to
move toward this which is how it got on the agenda last time.
 
Vice Mayor Young said she understands that this position is not being paid for the
working hours. She said that she is bothered by them not being able to take time off to
spend time with their families like other employees can.
 
Chief Rhoades said that he does not know what another option for this is. He said that
the department has paid-on-call positions and voluntary cal back. He said that he has
one battalion chief with two new little girls and he is working Christmas Eve and
Christmas day. He said that the department has tried to get call backs and no one has
volunteered. He said that the other option is to drop below minimum staffing. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if operational battalion chiefs are in the station at all times.
 
Chief Rhoades said that they are. He said that they will attend department meetings but
respond to calls from there. He said that there is no predictability to those calls and the
department's calls are up 12-percent and they have not changed a thing. He said that this
is all from growth. He said that they could receive calls at any given moment and a shift
could have different calls. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that do not have the opportunity to drive home to open
presents and the police department can respond from home. 
 
Chief Rhoades said that the department measures response times and the battalion
chiefs are responsible for those times. He said that if they are at home then they are not
engaged at the fire department and response times would suffer.
 
Councilmember Abram asked if the department was looking at readjusting because of
the hourly pay.
 
Chief Rhoades said that the pay would be the same but the battalion chiefs would
receive overtime and holiday pay. He said that there would not be a pay scale
adjustment just the overtime. He said that the battalion chiefs work 2,880 hours annually
while regular employees work 2,080 hours.
 
Councilmember Carver said that he was aware of battalion chiefs who have taken time
off to run home.
 
Chief Rhoades said that the battalion chiefs will run home but he does not condone
them staying there. He said that if other departments do that would be the exception. He
said that this goes into response time and the model the department has set. He said that
the battalion chiefs have to be engaged and that is imperative.
 
Councilmember Abram said that he thinks of a police lieutenant doing the same thing
though they are still on duty.



Chief Rhoades said that this would compare to the administrative battalion chiefs or
chiefs who would not be compensated. He said that they would all have to respond if
there is a major call. He said that administrative battalion chiefs are also available for
calls on duty.

Councilmember Abram said that he does feel for the battalion chiefs with the
unavailability where others do not take holidays for them.

Councilmember Carver said that he takes another approach as battalion chiefs have
taken holidays. He said that he would recommend they not be grandfathered in with
dependent coverage. 

Chief Rhoades said that this was started several years ago and the department is in
agreement on it.

Mayor Anderson said that Chief Rhoades had indicated that the department would stay
within the budget and that he has the flexibility to manage this. He asked, given the
turnover and new people, at what point the department will lose flexibility.

Mr. Dougherty said that there will be no point where the department will go back to the
overtime amounts of the past. He said that he and Chief Rhoades agreed, that not only
this year but every year from here on, the department will stay within budget. He said
that the department is shifting things around with the paid-on-call program versus full
time employees to maintain this at some point.

Mayor Anderson asked for clarification that they have taken the initiative to stay within
the budget which Mr. Dougherty said was correct.

Vice Mayor Young said that this puts in equality that the battalion chiefs will receive
holiday pay if they work it.

Councilmember Carver said that the battalion chiefs get holiday pay like every other
exempt employee.

Chief Rhoades said that the battalion chiefs would receive holiday pay. He said that they
would not get the privilage of being off on holidays and would be treated like every
other hourly employee who works holidays.

Councilmember Miles said that this would be applied to the 212 hours works.

Chief Rhoades said that the battalion chiefs would be paid for attending command staff
meetings and additional training. He said that overtime has to be approved in order to
manage it. He said that the new battalion chief of training will allow for training on duty
but off duty training will be compensated.

Mayor Anderson said that he looks at this as initiative from the department for making
this fair and has seen and heard that the department will have a responsibility to live
within the budget. He said that he does not like to penalize creativity and the department
is taking initiative to do this. He said that it needs to be fair and said that the department
had to find a way to make changes to improve moral and be fair.



Councilmember Carver said that he does not believe what the overtime will cost is
specific to shifts and he does not believe it can be managed that effectively. He said that
if this has to be changed it should be done at the end of the fiscal year. He said that the
lieutenants took it upon themselves when they promoted and so did the battalion chiefs.
He said that there have been different work schedules and they have adjusted the pay
and now the battalion chiefs want that plus overtime. He said that he cannot fiscally see
doing that.
 
Mayor Anderson said that there have been strong comments representing both sides
and he did not want to send this back for another study. He said that it is the Council's
responsibility to make a decision and asked for a motion.
 
Vice Mayor Young made a MOTION to APPROVE Ordinance 1805. Councilmember
Yocum SECONDED.
 
Councilmember Carver said that this was taking a certain group out of a certain pay
range without addressing others in that range. He said that the fire personnel does a
great job, as does law enforcement, and fire personnel are in the public eye more. He
said that the police lieutenants work more than 40 hours per week and noted that they
were not compensated for working during recent prison riots or transportation of things
to other sites. He said that the lieutenants should be looked at as they can make the
argument that they are not compensated for the hours that they work. He said that he
thought Mr. Cooper needed to review this and make sure the classification works within
the exclusion. He said that he knows the battalion chiefs have done a great job but he
does not think they should be moving one group out of a classification without looking
at the others.
 
Councilmember Miles agreed with Councilmember Carver and said that looking at the
job description for the police lieutenants they should be exempt. She said that the
Council has to look beyond this and find what is equitable.
 
Councilmember Dean asked if the police lieutenants receive compensatory time which
he was told that they do not. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that they are able to take off holidays.
 
Mr. Dougherty asked for clarification of the motion as Ordinance No. 1805 was for the
next item and there was not an ordinance for this item.
 
City Clerk Sydney Muhle stated that this was correct and it was noted that there was an
issue with the agenda program. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that the previous MOTION would be DISREGARDED.
 
Vice Mayor Young made a MOTION to APPROVE the reclassification of the three
operational battalion chiefs. Councilmember Yocum SECONDED.
 
Mayor Anderson asked that Mr. Cooper provide the definition for exempt employees. 
 
Councilmember Carver read the exemption requirements. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that it is easier to keep a person hourly than to make them exempt. He



said that Ms. Walker may have the specifics. He said that if the City wanted to make
employees hourly that is okay and the difficulty is to keep them exempt.

Ms. Walker said that this was true and the City can always go above the law and give
compensatory time or pay employees hourly. She said that the City is not required to
make the position exempt which Mr. Cooper agreed with.

Councilmember Abram said that if a change is made then the salary grade and band
should be changed as well. He said that otherwise this will allow these employees a two-
percent raise due to overtime.

Chief Rhoades said that they would be compensated for the time that they work. He
said that this will remove the holidays. He said that if he took a snap shot of the past
three years in which there were 33 holidays the operational battalion chiefs took off five
holidays and had to take vacation time for this while other exempt employees do not.
He said that these are the only exempt employees that are scheduled to work holidays.
He said that anything these employees work over 212 hours per month will be
considered overtime. He said that these employees work 240 hours. He said that all shift
employees work this schedule.

Councilmember Carver discussed splits in the fire department's shift schedule cycle
which rotates the number of hours worked by shift employees.

Chief Rhoades said that this does adjust each month with all shift personnel. He said
that the department's calculations show average hours worked will remain within the
budget.

Councilmember Dean asked for clarification that the three battalion chiefs do not
receive holiday pay.

Chief Rhoades said that they are exempt employees so they do not receive holiday pay
and they cannot take their holidays off.

Vice Mayor Young said that this was comparing applies to oranges. She said that she
believed the police department, City Manager and human resources should be coming
to some sort of resolution on their issues.

Mr. Dougherty said that he has not received specifics from the police department. He
said that he has no problem looking at this but he has not received anything for review.

Vice Mayor Young said that they should be meeting with Mr. Dougherty on their issues.

Mayor Anderson asked for an update on the police department at the second Regular
Meeting in January.He then asked for a ROLL CALL vote.

The MOTION was APPROVED by a vote of 4-3 with Councilmembers Abram,
Carver, and Miles voting NAY.

Mayor Anderson called for a break at 7:38 P.M.

Council returned at 7:51 P.M.



c. Public Hearing and consideration of proposed Ordinance 1805: amending
permit fees in relation to Manufactured Housing & Factory Built Buildings
Since entering into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the State of Arizona
Office of Manufactured Housing [OMH], OMH has adjusted their fee schedule for FY
2016. Approval of Ordinance 1805 will adjust current City fees to match the OMH Fee
Schedule update for 2016, which is required by the IGA. This item was previously
approved by Council after being sent to the agenda prematurely. Like all other fee
increases, this item has been posted on the City of Kingman website for 60 days and
must be ratified now that the statutory timeline has been met. Staff recommends
approving Ordinance 1805.

Development Services Director Gary Jeppson addressed the Council and said that this
was a public hearing on a fee changed. He said that an agreement says the City must
have the same charges that the state does. He said that this was passed previously but
the notice was not posted online for 60 days so it is now being brought back. He said
that there was no public comment before and there will hopefully be none now.  
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 7:53 P.M.
 
No one from the public came forward to speak.
 
Mayor Anderson closed the public hearing at 7:53 P.M.
 
Councilmember Yocum made a MOTION to APPROVE Ordinance No. 1805.
Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

d. Resolution 4984: allowing an exception to Section 1-12 of the Streets and
Sidewalks Regulations
Staff has received a request for an exception to Section 1-12 of the Streets and
Sidewalks Rules and Regulations for 3150 and 3152 Stockton Hill Road (Parcels 320-
13-007 & 320-13-044). Section 1-12 of the Streets and Sidewalks Development Rules and
Regulations allows one commercial driveway for properties with frontage of less than 300
feet. When combined, the subject properties will have approximately 200 feet of
frontage. Rex Ruge has submitted a site plan requesting two driveways for the subject
properties. The site plan was reviewed at the November 19, 2015 Traffic Safety
Committee and the committee generally agrees with the exception allowing two driveways
for the subject properties. Councilmember Yocum has requested that this item be
revisited. Staff recommends approval.

City Engineer Greg Henry addressed the Council and said that this item was discussed
two weeks prior. He said that this request is to install a driveway on Stockton Hill Road
which can be contentious. He said that the site in question is two separate properties at
3150 and 3152 Stockton Hill Road. He said that the existing driveway is located at
Paco's Tacos and the second location is vacant which is what the request is for. He said
that the current code allows one driveway per 300 feet and this is 200 feet. He said that
the owner has said this location will be a restaurant and this does not create the 200
vehicles per hour that would create the need for a traffic safety study that would require
a deceleration lane. He said that the parcel to the east can be accessed through the



subject property and the owner could close the current access. He said that the plaza
has insufficient parking and the owner would not be willing to give up parking spaces.
He said that eventually Stockton Hill Road will be expanded to three lanes and the City
would need to acquire property from the owner. He said that he feels there is a public
benefit and the Councilmember Yocum requested that this item be brought back.

Mayor Anderson said that access to the plaza would have to come from Detroit
Avenue. He said that people can come out on the north end of the property to access
Stockton Hill Road. He said that if the property owner denied this access people would
have to go back to Detroit Avenue or use the front access on to Stockton Hill Road. He
said that this would cause a bigger traffic jam in the parking lot.

Mr. Henry said that staff sees the need for cross access for public benefit. 

Mayor Anderson said that Detroit Avenue could not handle this amount of traffic.

Vice Mayor Young said that this would be a safety issue because of school kids in the
area. 

Councilmember Yocum said that the applicant is proposing remodeling the existing
building which would sit idle. He said that this request would provide access to the
vacant lot and traffic to flow through for a drive through with the existing driveway
functioning as an exit.

Mr. Henry said that this was correct and both would be right turn lanes because of the
median on Stockton Hill Road.

Mayor Anderson asked if the owner has requested a building permit and if there was
any idea what type of building this would be for.

Mr. Henry said that the owner has not applied for a permit.

Councilmember Yocum asked for clarification that this improvement was deemed to
have no impact on the traffic on Stockton Hill Road.

Mr. Henry said that this was correct if the south driveway only allows traffic in and the
north driveway allows traffic out.

Mayor Anderson asked for clarification that if this individual had not purchased both
properties there would still be two separate driveways.

Mr. Henry said that this was correct and he did not think that the City could reasonably
deny the driveway because of this. He said that the idea is to combine the properties
and the two properties together do not meet the threshold.

Mayor Anderson said that the increase in traffic would almost cause the owner to have
to close off access to the rest of the shopping center

Mr. Henry said that the City would discourage this but cannot legally stop it.

Mr. Dougherty said that he spoke with the developer of the property and he is aware
that if he leaves this as two separate properties then the City would have to grant the



driveway. He said that the owner does not want to do this. He said that the property
owner also spoke to the owners of the strip mall and they do not want the traffic. He
said that the developer did work with staff on this.

Councilmember Yocum made a MOTION to APPROVE Resolution No. 4984.
Councilmember Dean SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

e. Discussion and possible action on the splash pad water management system
type, park location and the City’s level of involvement
Staff is requesting Council decision on the type of splash pad water management
system, the park location  for the splash pad, and the City’s level of involvement in the
process. Staff recommends a repurpose to irrigation water management system installed
at South Side Park or Cecil Davis. If a recirculation water management system is the
Council's decision, Staff recommends installing it at Centennial Park. If repurpose to
irrigation water management system is the Council's decision and additional funds are
required, Staff recommends the City contribute to the project.

Parks and Recreation Director Michael Meersman addressed the Council and thanked
the Venture Club for what they have done. He said that what they have done is amazing
as is the level of interest. He said that their goals are more in line than their differences.
He said that whatever the Council's decision was staff would do the best to keep this as
safe as possible. He then gave a PowerPoint presentation.

Slide 1 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that he was in favor of a
re-purposing system.

Slide 2 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 3 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 4 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 5 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 6 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 7 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that it is worthwhile for
the City to contribute.

Slide 8 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the irrigation pump
would cost a little.

Slide 9 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 10 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and explained how the re-
circulation system works.

Slide 11 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 12 - Mr. Meersman said that the UV bulb is the cost difference.



Slide 13 - Mr. Meersman said that the Bullhead City splash pad is a recirculating system
and showed a photo.

Slide 14 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 15 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 16 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 17 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that this showed how
the re-purposing system worked. 

Slide 18 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the rangers are there
regularly.

Slide 19 - This slide showed a photo of a holding pond.

Slide 20 - This slide showed a proposed site map of Southside Park.

Slide 21 - This slide showed a photo of another potential site at Southside Park.

Slide 22 - This slide showed a holding pond.

Slide 23 - This slide showed additional turf.

Slide 24 - This slide showed a potential site map of Cecil Davis Park.

Slide 25 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that certified pool
operators are not needed as much with a re-purpose system. 

Slide 26 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and explained the holding tank.
He said that these are tested for eight years on the splash pad.

Slide 27 - This slide showed re-purposing samples. 

Slide 28 - This slide showed re-purposing samples.

Slide 29 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 30 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 31 - This slide showed a photo of the proposed area.

Slide 32 - This slide showed a photo of the proposed area. Mr. Meersman said that the
Venture Club would like this to be visible and this would be right along the pool. He
said that this would be a good location for the department and could generate more
revenue with the snack bar.

Slide 33 - This slide showed an additional site at Centennial Park.

Slide 34 - This slide showed an additional site at the Grandview Pool. Mr. Meersman



said that they would take out the wading pool and have a long, narrow splash pad by
the pool. He said that being by the pools would allow staff to check it easily and this is
more important with the splash pad than the pool due to the capacity.
 
Slide 35 - Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.
 
Slide 36 - This slide was the conclusion of the presentation.
 
Councilmember Yocum asked if it was possible to save more money in the initial
building to use equipment the City already has if this were to be a recirculating system
or if it would be necessary to have its own site.
 
Mr. Meersman said that it would have to have it's own.
 
Councilmember Abram said that he was in favor of a re-purposing system. He asked
what would happen if the splash pad used more water than was needed for irrigation.
 
Mr. Meersman said that it could possibly be used for the community garden but would
need to be tested and then it would go to the drain. He said that if this was reclaimed
water then he would be in favor of having it go to the drain. He said that a lot of cities
use their reclaimed water and he hopes the City will get there some day.
 
Councilmember Abram said that it was important not to reduce the fun factor and drop
the gallons per minute (GPM). He asked if it was possible to put fish in the retention
pond.
 
Mr. Meersman said that this may be possible in the future.
 
Councilmember Abram said that the funds were solicited to put the splash pad at Cecil
Davis Park and they would need to go back to those donors and get their permission to
put in anywhere else.
 
Vice Mayor Young asked which gives the most fun with the most water.
 
Mr. Meersman said that Southside could do either and would be good for matching the
numbers on the splash pad with the irrigation.
 
Mayor Anderson noted the cost to the City of $150,000 and he wanted people to know
that source would be from impact fees that are sitting in a city account and cannot be
used for anything other than park development. 
 
Venture Club President Lisa Bruno addressed the Council and said that they spoke with
the community garden who only uses about 15,000 gallons of water per month.
 
Storm Hargrave addressed the Council and said that when comparing the use for
irrigation they looked at feature selection, nozzle size and time management. She said
that this would be more like a sprinkle pad for a re-purpose system. She said that with
this you find turf to water and the splash pad is a byproduct. She said that they did not
know that until they got into this.
 
Ms. Bruno said that they have a different opinion and thanked Mr. Meersman and the
Council members for their time. She said that both are good systems but for the time



frame, budget and location the recirculating system is best. She said that they are trying
to meet half way with the Parks Department. She said that after receiving bids they can
go into Cecil Davis Park within their budget and time frame. She said that they decided
it was best to have a clean slate and come in with actual figures and costs. She said that
they want a big splash pad and didn't know re-purposing systems had negatives. She
said that this is based on what they have learned and they received bids for both. She
then gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 
Slide 1 - This was an introductory slide.
 
Slide 2 - Ms. Bruno said that the actual design came from a contractor and is what they
want it to look like. She said that every company has the same features.
 
Slide 3 - This slide showed an additional artist rendering.
 
Slide 4 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide and said that two of the four
contractors would not bid a re-purposing system. She said that this system is not done
as much and there is the reality of the potential water use. She said that they factored
bed rock in and said that this will require them to maintain the building and sidewalks.
She said that they have done their due diligence.
 
Slide 5 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide and said that there were inaccurate
numbers in the spreadsheet Mr. Meersman provided to the Council. She said that this is
inconsistent with what what they are hearing. She said that the first company utilized
above ground tanks. She said that Vortex was an anomaly. She said that both were out
of budget and you are buying an irrigation system and attaching a splash pad.
 
Slide 6 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide.
 
Slide 7 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide and said that Cecil Davis Park was
good two years ago. She said that Southside Park was not favored and provided
reasons. She said that this is expanding what they came to do and is more than what
they want. She said that they want this to be within budget and be good for the City.
She said that the water use will exceed the need. She said that they don't think this is
great for the cost of the recirculating system. 
 
Slide 8 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide and said that they want this to be more
visible and safe. She said that putting this at Centennial Park the water would be saved
for the lake at the library. She asked why go ahead of the game and pay for a
recirculating system and allow someone to bear the burden.
 
Slide 9 - Ms. Bruno gave a synopsis of this slide and said that this will take educating
people and children. She said that they only ever talked about the recirculating system
and this has always been in their bid. She said that Centennial Pool does not have UV
filtration and this allows better safety. She said that what they are asking for is bigger
and more state of the art for holding and treating the water. She said that the contractor
will also provide training to staff. She said that they are trying to do as much as they can
to make this a success.
 
Slide 10 - Ms. Bruno said that the timeline would change for Southside Park.
 
Councilmember Carver said that they asked the Venture Club to get new bids and this is



more than what they started with because of the state of the art features to reduce the
amount of time needed by the Parks Department. He said that the Venture Club has
done everything they were asked to do. He said that this started at Cecil Davis Park and
they have been slighted that this is being looked at now. He said that this should have
been looked at all along and his personal feeling is he doesn't want this to be
experimental. He said that the City knows how to do pools. He said that if they can't
come up with a holding tank then they have to limit the features and the amount of time
they can run. He said that the re-purposing system is not a fix all. He said that the
Venture Club put this out initially and to do this now is up to the City to do it or not. He
said that nothing has changed his mind so far and recirculating is the direction to go. He
said maybe down the line they could put in a re-purposing system. 
 
Ms. Bruno said that maintenance is costing less than $5,000 to $10,000 in each city and
this could be the City's contribution with staffing.
 
Councilmember Carver said that Dr. Tori Sandoval gave a presentation on a lawsuit and
the cost to settle it. He said that the regulations have come a long way.
 
Vice Mayor Young agreed and said that the Venture Club did everything they asked for.
She commended the Venture Club for their hard work and said that their
recommendation should be considered highly.
 
Councilmember Miles commended the Venture Club and said that this is a phenomenal
feat. She said that the Council has to look at the potential use and the impact on parking
as this park is surrounded by residential housing. She asked if the club had had any
communication with the neighbors or if there was adequate parking.
 
Ms. Bruno said that they have not talked to them but the City agreed to move the
recycling bins at the park to open more parking.
 
Councilmember Miles said that they had the budget for the recirculating system and
asked if the public health would be satisfactory.
 
Ms. Bruno said that the same parking concern exists at Centennial Park and the issue
has been addressed elsewhere. She said that parking could always be an issue.
 
Councilmember Miles noted that Centennial Park is not in a residential area. She asked
what the security impact would be on the City for the chemicals and the park ranger.
 
Mr. Meersman said that Cecil Davis was for a re-purposing system. He said that the
recirculating system can be more challenging. He said that Bullhead City has had
problems with trash clogging their lines. He said that if this happens on a weekend they
will have to call someone out. He said that at Centennial Park the park rangers could
keep this from happening. He said that there are other issues like bikes and skateboards
as well and whatever the Council decides staff will do.
 
Mayor Anderson said that they talked about Cecil Davis Park and the concern with the
park rangers. He asked what the major concern was now. 
 
Mr. Meersman said that the re-purposing system sprays clean water and there are issues
with the recirculating system if there is a clog. He said that this is the reason to have a
ranger there as they would keep people doing what they should do. 



Mayor Anderson said he wanted to reiterate what Councilmember Carver said. He said
that the fastest growing area is the Southeast portion of town. He said that Southside
Park would be great for revitalization but would take time. He said that the East side
does not have much while Centennial Park has an awful lot. He said that this is the
reason Cecil Davis Park was looked at and why it is still being looked at. He said that
the City owes the people in that area something for a community project.

Councilmember Yocum said that based on what he has heard they should stick with
Cecil Davis Park. He said that Centennial Park has enough to offer and Cecil Davis Park
could use the feature. He said that he would prefer the re-purpose system as the City
already uses the water to irrigate. He said that he would rather not see the Parks staff
have a maintenance issue. He commended the Venture Club for their efforts and said
that they originally looked at the re-purposing system and should try to stay that course.

Councilmember Carver said that he did not recall the recirculating system being
discussed.

Ms. Hargrove said that she would hate to see the City spend money because they think
its less money to maintain it.

Councilmember Dean thanked the Venture Club for doing their homework and bringing
this to the Council. He said that he thinks this is a great idea and he didn't want to rush
into this but understands they want to get this out for the kids. He said that he sat at all
three parks and Cecil Davis was the busiest. He said that there are houses by that park.
He said that this feature could bring a lot of kids and he was concerned about the
parking by the houses. He said that they may be anticipating this and wondered if this
would be a concern. He asked if it was possible to have some sort of fence.

Ms. Hargrove said that the vision was not to fence this off and most are not. She said
that this is a residential area and there is parking. She said that she walked around that
park almost every day and three sides have open street parking. She said that she has
been there when four soccer teams were practicing and then parking was full but people
were not parking in front of homes. She said that there will be people there no matter
what.

Councilmember Dean asked if it was possible to have a volunteer ranger to patrol the
park.

Ms. Bruno said that those issues will happen no matter where the splash pad is. She
said that at Centennial Park it would not be as visible for safety. She said that the club
would help organize this and they want it to be where in can be seen and not vandalized.
She said that they want to protect the asset as well.

Vice Mayor Young said that they have to consider children and traffic and residents in
that area are used to children. 

Ms. Bruno said that there is a Head Start, day care and church nearby and this is a great
location.

Jim Winso signed up to speak but left prior to this item.



Mr. Dunton addressed the Council and commended Venture Club for their efforts. He
said that he keeps asking and doesn't understand why Lewis Kingman Park has not
been mentioned. He said that pumping water should be cheaper and the City could have
the splash pad on Route 66 with a lake and allow clean water to splash the kids. He said
that this would be easier and cheaper. He said that this would keep it on Route 66 where
people can see it. He said that he would want to pay to recirculate and clean the water.
He said that the City could make money by having the kids fish. He said that this will
never break even.
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to MOVE FORWARD with the splash pad at
Cecil Davis Park with a recirculating system. Vice Mayor Young SECONDED.
 
Councilmember Dean said that they have to look at the cost to maintain and there will
be a bigger cost.
 
Councilmember Yocum said that long term the cost is lower with a re-purposing system
and he was in support of the repurposing system.
 
Vice Mayor Young asked what the cost of ownership was.
 
Ms. Bruno said that it was between $5,000 to $10,000 and $4,000 to $6,000 with the
recirculating system with the same size splash pad they have proposed.
 
Mayor Anderson said that in an area with nothing there there will be start up costs and
the City has invested in those areas. He said that if they are investing in the community
there will be a cost and they have done that elsewhere. 
 
Ms. Bruno said that this will be half of a million dollars in savings. 
 
Mr. Meersman said that the numbers they are quoting for maintenance will be higher
because this is not where the employees are. He said that there will be different numbers
for each location.
 
Mayor Anderson asked for a roll cal vote.
 
The MOTION was APPROVED by a vote of 6-1 with Councilmember Yocum voting
NAY.

f. Fiscal Year (FY) 2015 financial audit update
Staff will provide Council with an update as to the status of the City's FY 2015 financial
audit. At the last Council meeting, staff informed Council that the previous audit firm's
services had been disengaged and a request for proposal (RFP) to hire a new audit firm
was being drafted. 

Finance Director Tina Moline addressed the Council and said that she provided an
update of the financial audit at the last meeting. She said that the City has disengaged
with the existing auditors and a Request for Proposal was posted on December 14th
which will close on January 8th. She said that they will be reviewed and evaluated and a
selection will be sent to the Council at their January 19th meeting. She said that this
means that the City will not meet the March 31st audit deadline. She said that the audit



will be completed in May or June and the City will not be able to apply for a certificate
of achievement and excellence.
 
Mr. Dougherty said that since an employee has allegedly embezzled the department has
taken corrective action. He said that Ms. Moline has implimented additional security and
now has three people to approve transactions and all have access to the accounts now
where they did not before. He said that they will all review transactions and will all work
on the budget because they do not have a budget director. He said that they have all
willingly stepped up and Ms. Moline has really taken on a lot. He said that Ms. Moline
has also received two manuals for public and private internal and external controls. He
said that everyone thought everything was in there and this was the result of over trust
of one person. He said that he and Ms. Moline have talked and everyone will do
reconciliations and be cross trained on each other jobs so this will not allow this to
happen again. 
 
Ms. Moline said that she wanted to clarify that they did have internal controls but they
were not always followed upon review.
 
Mayor Anderson said that there is a legal process on this and the case is being built by
the state who will prosecute this. He asked if they were going to work on the return of
assets or if this was separate.
 
Mr. Cooper said that some asset forfeiture has already taken place and other methods
are being reviewed. He said that upon conviction the City would be a victim in the case
and can get restitution through liens on real property.
 
Mayor Anderson said that the insurance company was going after the auditors due to an
internal control violation.
 
Ms. Moline said that this was correct and this was only for this certain item. She said
that their review was adequate for what they tested through their sampling.
 
Councilmember Dean said that this gets them out of being held accountable for the job
the City paid them to do which Ms. Moline said was correct.
 
Harley Pettit addressed the Council and said he doesn't think the City has to rely on
insurance for $500,000. He said that he agreed the City should get their money back
from the auditors plus damages. He said that he imagines that is what they are going to
pursue. He said that the City should get back their investment in the auditor and get
actual damages and punitive damages. He said that the City should get their money back
and he would like to see this as a citizen.
 
Mayor Anderson said that he was thankful that the staff in Finance and the City
Manager once the warrant was released and had an original figure they believed that
needed to be looked at for additional money and jumped right on it. He said that they
could have tried to sweep this under the rug but that is not the direction they took and
he appreciates that. He said that he has also heard that the City needs to hire for that
position right away. He said that he thinks there was a stroke of brilliance from the
Finance Director to change things and now they will have three or four people who will
have knowledge of transactions and thanked her.
 
g.      Property tax initiative



Discussion, direction and possible action concerning the proposed property tax
being placed on the ballot in May, 2016. Several councilmembers have voiced
concerns about asking voters to approve a property tax due to a recent
embezzlement investigation involving a former City employee. Staff is neutral,
though Staff is still in favor of a property tax to add stability to the City's
revenue.

 
Mayor Anderson said that he requested this item and has heard indirectly from others
about what Council members have said. He said that this is a tough time to try to decide
to do what is correct. He said that there is a lot of anger and hostility and people are
here and that they have talked to have a greater understanding. He said that they still
have an issue of looking at resources and being able to do police, fire, roads,
inspections, and engineering. He said that he took some figures from several years'
budgets and annual reports. He said that he wanted to give people an understanding of
the magnitude of the problem that the City is facing then discussed the sales tax revenue
and buying power from 2006. He said that since then the City has cut the work force
despite the growing population and additions through annexation. He said that the
downward trend in retail means less people are buying in the area and friends and
neighbors who own businesses went out of business. He said that online shopping has
also hurt. He said that this continues to have an impact on growth and the City's ability
to do growth. He said to look at what Kingman does and the City has full services. He
said that Bullhead City has a fire district with a separate property tax. He said that there
is not a City of Kingman property tax and the closest item is for the Kingman Unified
School District. He said that the City gets nothing from the property tax. He said that
Lake Havasu City has an irrigation tax and a property tax. He said that neither of those
cities run their water departments. He said that citizens need to look at what they get
with what is being paid and what is being threatened by the City's inability to stabilize
the revenue stream. He said that the City has the option for a food tax which he
personally does not believe in as he hates charging for clothing. He said that 51 cities in
Arizona have a sales tax equal or greater than Kingman. He said that during the good
times until 2008 people built a lot of homes and roads that the City is now maintaining.
He said that proposing the property tax was not an increase in revenue but would offset
the amount to sunset. He said they are continuing to lose retail to online shopping and
they are hoping that a couple of things they are working on will bring merchants though
the City cannot dictate where they go. He said that this is one of the reasons they are
looking at the property tax. He said that the latest incident was created by one person
and the people who are the most upset are the people who worked with her. He said
that good people's reputations have been hurt. He said that in fairness to the people
who have called and who have looked at the property tax that is why this is on the
agenda now. He said that there were a couple of people who wanted to speak. He said
that if there is still a majority of the Council who want to pursue this then they will take
the time and effort in selling it.
 
Doug Dickmeyer addressed the Council and said that he believes the majority of
Kingman residents are not in favor of the property tax. He said that he believes that it
will not pass and believes that the majority believes that it will not pass. He said that the
City says they don't have enough money but want to spend $60,000 on the cost of an
election. He said that they will then have to make a temporary tax permanent. He said
that he believes that residents are used to paying and would accept an increase. He said
that making the sales tax permanent would ensure this is distributed equally to all. He
asked the Council to table this to eliminate the special vote. He said that the Mayor
talked about revenue not coming in but the median household income has fallen and is



impacting residents more than larger cities. He said that this cannot go too easy.

Councilmember Carver asked City Clerk Sydney Muhle to provide the correct cost for
the election.

Ms. Muhle said that this was approximately $30,000 to $40,000.

Mayor Anderson said that Mr. Dickmeyer has suggested raising the sales tax and
explained his concerns with doing this. He said that 55 to 60-percent of the sales tax
comes from people who do not live here. He said that there is nothing in the provisions
that limit what can be collected. He asked what the impact is to businesses here for
people here to receive an increase. 

Mr. Dickmeyer said adding to the sales tax a little bit would increase revenue a lot to be
able to run the City. He said that the Council is putting a lot of the responsibility on
people that cannot afford it in retired and hard working families by putting a tax on their
property while they are struggling to make ends meet. He said that the majority of City
employees are driving around in much newer vehicles than a lot of residents are. He said
that he knows the City needs money to run on but he doesn't believe putting it on the
backs of the citizens is the way to go at this point. He said that he believes the City
should increase the sales tax so it is evenly distributed and then look for other revenue
resources by bringing in new businesses. He said that it is not the residents'
responsibility to run the City it is the Council's. 

Mayor Anderson said that his concern is that this is another band aid and until the state
legislator does something about online purchasing to pay five-percent and cities and
towns don't do anything. He said that this needs to be made whole.

Mr. Dickmeyer said that other states have required this. 

Vice Mayor Young said that she does not like to increase taxes. She said that residents
are going out of town to buy large price items and the sales tax is going down each year
despite the increase. She said that by increasing the sales tax that puts the burden on
businesses to stay in business. She asked if Mr. Dickmeyer would prefer a property tax
or a food tax.

Mr. Dickmeyer said that it is not the residents' job to stop the bleeding. He said that this
is an election year and candidates are talking about reducing the tax on citizens while the
City is talking about increasing it.

Vice Mayor Young asked how to get more diverse businesses with a high sales tax.

Mr. Dickmeyer said that it is not that high compared to other areas and people move
here because there is no property tax. He said that sales tax exemptions can be made.

Mayor Anderson said that that law has changed and there are a lot of out of town
property owners. He said that two-thirds of Kingman is undeveloped. 

Mr. Dickmeyer asked if this is the responsibility of the citizens of Kingman. 

Councilmember Carver asked why it isn't the responsibility of homeowners and why we
need police and fire and paved roads if there isn't home ownership. He said that



residents do not pay anything that tourists coming into town do not pay.
 
Councilmember Yocum said that asking citizens to pay for services that they already use
is not penalizing them. 
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that they pay sales tax here. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that citizens pay a water bill for what they use and pay sales tax
for what they want to buy.
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that the City is getting taxes. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked who has a problem if the City fails to exist and said that
he hears that no one likes taxes. He said that the issue is the end user as the citizens of
Kingman. He said that citizens do not pay to be a resident of Kingman and there is no
ownership. He said that there will be a revenue problem. He said that they can do more
with more ownership and the increase of home values.
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that the City does not generate revenue they spend money. He
asked what is coming to the City to bring revenue.
 
Councilmember Carver said that they need more sources to provide more services.
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that they will always get more from citizens.
 
Councilmember Carver said the citizens of Kingman have not paid a property tax for
almost 30 years. He said that the City has to provide services to citizens that they
expect. He the Kingman Area Regional Transit (KART) program was instituted they
wanted to know how the City would pay for this when the grant funding went away and
said that this is the same thing with Highway User Revenue Funds. 
 
Mr. Dickmeyer asked where the City is going to get more money when the homeowners
and citizens run out.
 
Vice Mayor Young said that the biggest benefit to homeowners is police and fire
protection. She said that the city cannot pay for this without a stable revenue stream.
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that the City cannot come to the well of the citizens every time they
need money.
 
Vice Mayor Young said that the biggest benefit is police and fire and the City does not
have enough revenue to protect it. She said that the City does not take in enough
money.
 
Councilmember Miles said that she does not see this as the forum for this discussion.
 
Mayor Anderson said that when they change from a sales tax to the property tax then
they will reduce the sales tax to offset it. He said that if a person owns their home and
they pay a property tax they probably itemize it which saves their federal tax dollars. He
said that the more affluent the more of a right off you get. He said that this will be
harder for a smaller home owner. He said that with a sales tax people spend less. He
said that on a $100,00 home value deemed by the county this is $208.



 
Ms. Moline said that this was at the $3 million levy.
 
Mr. Dickmeyer said that social security is fixed. He said that he pays $1,500 per year in
county tax. He said that the City will never get rid of the sales tax and if the property tax
is implemented then both will go up. He said that people surviving on social security
cannot make ends meet.
 
Councilmember Carver said that the City has not gone to the well for 30 years and there
is a property tax credit available.
 
Vice Mayor Young said that if we have to cut back on public service, which is where the
city is right now, that means the fire rating goes down and citizens' home insurance goes
up. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that if the City is getting to the point where they have to
reduce public safety then the Council better go for more than just the break even. She
said that unless they plan to replace this then they need more homework. She said that
they are minimizing the impact of the trust lost in the City by the embezzlement. She
said that she understands the work that has been done but there is more than a months
worth of work in figuring out where all of these defects happened. She said that until the
City has that the public will be asking for more answers. She said that they are still in the
preliminary stage of this discussion and it seems like the community response is
immediate and certain that this is not the time due to the trust factor. She said that she
thought it was important to bring this up as this is an issue. She said that she thinks the
Council needs to sell something positive and has to do better that to just keep on
keeping on. She said that they have to solve some things and this ties into increasing
their funding stream. She said that they will have to ask for more and building trust is
important and they need to focus on that.
 
Harley Pettit addressed the Council and said that this is controversial. He said that the
City can have a tiered sales tax structure and threatening public safety is not the way to
go about selling this. He said that the property tax is based on the $210 figure and this
multiplies for higher home values. He said that one person will be paying a higher rate
for the same protection. He said that their investment is in their home and some citizens
have over bought. He said that this is better than having money in the bank or in an
investment. He said that the potential for the property tax could be higher than the
normal rate. He said that this is a budget issue and there is no magic number. He said
that taking the low hanging fruit is not the answer and the city has to encourage jobs and
industry. He said that things like online shopping is more reason not to invest in a retail
venture.
 
Councilmember Yocum asked what is higher if the citizens are the low hanging fruit.
 
Mr. Pettit said that this was industry, landing fees at the airport and skilled labor to bring
up the city economy.
 
Mayor Anderson said that this is not something that can be done in a short time.
 
Marianne van Hasselt addressed the Council and said that she is not a property owner.
She said that she would gladly pay for police and fire. She said that this issue came up
where she lived previously. She said that they needed an educated future and voted for



it. She said that this only comes to a little bit and she believes people should pay for
police and fire.
 
Williams Wales addressed the Council and said that the City knows they need money.
He said that they have to look at the reality and the City needs to tell people what they
are going to do with it. He said that the Council has to tell people this will go for police
and fire and have to sell it. He said that the Council has to do this and it is not going to
happen automatically. He said that this town does not vote of sales tax because they
don't trust the Council. He said if they focus on the tax going to cover police and fire
then it might have a chance.
 
Mayor Anderson said that this item was for discussion and possible action. He asked if
the Council still wants to pursue this. He said that the Council approved their Code of
Ethics a couple of months ago and if the Council makes the decision to pursue this then
the entire Council will go forward and try to get it. He said that if the Council decides
against this then it is a dead issue. He asked if the Council should continue with the
effort and said that if so they will put their time and the staff's time into it. He said that if
not then they will continue with the sales tax.
 
Councilmember Abram said that they could not continue with the sales tax unless it
goes to a vote.
 
Councilmember Carver said that it could be increased at will.
 
Councilmember Abram said that he does not want to see a food tax. He said that the
property tax brings a stable revenue base and the City needs a diverse revenue base. He
said that the city does need industry and he is in agreement with the trust issue
regardless of what happened. He said that the Council does have to sell this and he
thinks it is necessary. He said that they want the true and correct story of why this is
needed and to make sure this is the right time.
 
Councilmember Yocum said that taxes don't always go away but 30 years ago the
Council chose to eliminate the property tax. He said that they created this conundrum
and the City has been lucky enough to get by with this. He said that relying on a single
source is not financially wise. He said that they need more than just one source and
regrettably the property tax was not in place for the last 30 years. He said that if so they
would probably be in better shape with the budget for the necessary improvements and
development. He said that the need a more diverse revenue stream and can't rely on
one.
 
Mayor Anderson asked for a poll on pursuing this measure.
 
Councilmember Dean asked if this was for pursuing a game plan.
 
Mayor Anderson said that the Council would have to organize and would need a special
meeting to do so.
 
Councilmember Miles said that the Council has to give a levy amount in January and
that gives them a couple of weeks to get that game plan together.
 
Mayor Anderson said that this was for the game plan and the levy and the vote is later. 
 



Ms. Moline said that the levy must be established January 19th.
 
Ms. Muhle said that the levy would be established January 19th and the Council would
pass the resolution to call the election in February. She said that once the election is
called then staff will proceed with the election and publicity pamphlet procedures. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that the Council would have to base the amount of the levy
on what they would do with the money. She said that they will have to decide if they are
just going to replace what they have or if they are going to go for more and what they
are going to use this for.
 
Ms. Muhle said that this was correct and reminded the Council that the levy amount
would be the limit that the City could receive every year. She said that if the Council
chooses to pursue a $3 million property tax they can not go back out later and ask for a
$6 million property tax. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if the Council was going to pursue this or if they were going to
drop it and asked Ms. Muhle take a poll of the Council by roll call.
 
The Council VOTED to PROCEED with the property tax election by a vote of 6-1 with
Councilmember Miles voting NAY.

7. NEW BUSINESS

a. Presentation of GIS needs assessment
The City has hired Sunrise Engineering to prepare a Geographic Information
System (GIS) needs assessment. GIS is used by cities and other entities as a means to
store, manage, and share data across departments and with the general public. It has
been almost 10 years since the last GIS assessment was prepared for the City. Staff has
asked Sunrise Engineering to discuss the assessment and answer any questions there may
be on the report. This presentation is for informational purposes only.

Mr. Henry said that Sunrise Engineering had been contracted to conduct a needs
assessment. He said that the City asked the consultant to come up and give a
presentation on what this system can do. He said that this would put information from
each department into one central location with the tools to query and manipulate the
data for evaluation. He said that this would allow the department to pull information
from the GIS system in just a few seconds. He said that the City would be able to take
data from accident history and recommend improvements or look at election districts.
He said that there is no limit on the data that can go into the system and it is a big
investment. He said that the last needs assessment produced 9-1-1 increases and other
departments can benefit from this as the data can be easily accessed. He said that a vice
president from Sunrise Engineering was present but had to leave due to the late hour. He
then introduced Jarom Hlebasko from Sunrise Engineering.
 
Mr. Hlebasko addressed the Council and provided an introduction to the concept of
GIS. He said that the GIS system provides smart information to you and gave an
example of searching pipes for line sizes, material, and type of water. He then showed
several features of the GIS program and provided examples of how this could benefit
the City. He said that there is smart information behind the selections to search for



assets and analyzing data. He said that the City could utilize this to search for fire
hydrants that need to be replaced which allows staff to budget to replace them. He also
showed examples of sewer lines and the ability to trace the flow up and down stream.
He said that this system traces each asset and can be accessible anywhere on any
device. He also showed mobile examples of the system. He said that this saves time and
money and eliminates the need for expensive equipment. He said that for economic
development this could be used to showcase properties. He said that this would also
allow citizens to report problems on the City's website and this system makes it a lot
easier to stay organized and address the community's needs. He said that this helps
staff do their jobs more efficiently. He then showed a park locator online which showed
the different amenities and directions to each. He said that this could also be used to
show election poling locations and provide directions to those. He said that citizens
would be able to search for City services and zoning districts would be interactive to
provide information on applicable ordinances and regulations. He said that this would
also provide tax parcel information which can be used for reports to the county
assessor's office. He said that this could generate mailing information within specific
zones for land use publications. He then thanked Mr. Henry and the Engineering
Department staff. He said that the local government has been very open and he
appreciated the opportunity to participate in this study. He said that this system would
be a time saver to make things flow through departments more easily. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked Mr. Hlebasko about the information available to the
public on the website.
 
Mr. Hlebasko said that there are different levels of security and certain information can
be for internal use.
 
Councilmember Abram clarified that the City would have the administrative rights to the
program.
 
Councilmember Yocum asked about the security of the system.
 
Mr. Hlebasko said that the system is government approved and the federal government
is using a lot of it.
 
Mr. Henry thanked Mr. Hlebasko for coming to give the Council this information. He
said that there are many permanent records that would be ideal to store here while some
other information may not be as valuable. He said that this system would be used more
internally. He said that this item was only for this presentation and the City would look
at where to go from here during the budget process.

b. Public Hearing and consideration of Resolution 4985: Request for a Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) to permit a public assembly - general use, specifically a
church, at 112 N 4th Street (Case CUP15-001)
A request for a CUP to allow a “Public Assembly – Indoor General” use at 112 North
Fourth Street, Kingman, to operate church. This portion of the Central Commercial
Building will have 234 seats. The property is zoned C-2 and is in Historic Commercial
Overlay District. The Planning & Zoning Commission and Staff
recommend approval of the request based on the findings that the application
conform to the standards for review, findings of fact, required findings of a CUP



and analysis with the condition that the applicant meet with the Building
Department and resolve the building official’s concerns about the mezzanine
use and comply with all regulations set forth by the Fire Department.  

Mr. Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation.

Slide 1 - This was an introductory slide.

Slide 2 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 3 - This slide showed a proposed floor plan of the building.

Slide 4 - This slide showed a site map and indoor site plan.

Slide 5 - This slide showed a closer view of the space.

Slide 6 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 7 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 8 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that use of the mezzanine
has been addressed with the building official.

Slide 9 - This slide showed an aerial view of the property. 

Slide 10 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 11 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 12 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 13 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 14 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 15 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Slide 16 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide.

Councilmember Carver asked if the determine factor for parking was based on on-site
parking or on-street parking. He asked how on-street parking would be handled versus
off-street parking.

Mr. Jeppson said that on-street parking is not exclusive.

Councilmember Carver asked what the requirements for parking were if people not
attending church services were trying to find parking and parking became an issue.

Mr. Jeppson said that one of the conditions for the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) was
to have 59 off-street parking spaces. He said that this condition should also be applied
to other users.



Mr. Cooper said that the City has to treat everyone in this classification the same. He
said that any other downtown CUP would have to comply with this.
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 10:34 P.M.
 
Applicant Matt Lockin addressed the Council and said that he has been working with
the church and Carol Ott. He then gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 
Slide 1 - This slide showed a map of the site with an aerial view.
 
Slide 2 - Mr. Lockin said that the church would not be using any portion of the retail
side of the building.
 
Slide 3 - Mr. Lockin said that there would be 234 fixed seats on the first floor. He said
that the second floor would be used for classroom space and there would be no
balcony access.
 
Slide 4 - Mr. Lockin said that he heard several comments at the Planning and Zoning
Commission meeting and the building would be used for typical functions of the
church.
 
Mayor Anderson said that this showed there would be from 15 to 50 people in the
building in the evenings and asked how many people would be present in the evenings.
 
Mr. Lockin said that this would not be every Monday through Friday and the church
could provide more details. He said that these were just general numbers.
 
Slide 5 - This slide showed the general level of use by day and the hours of operation.
 
Mayor Anderson asked if there had been any consideration on Friday evenings to curtail
bible study. 
 
Slide 6 - Mr. Lockin said that the church had obtained permission to use more than
double to required number of parking spaces. He said that the church wants to be good
neighbors and they had reached out to surrounding property owners and secured
enough parking above and beyond on-street parking. He said that Wells Fargo's parking
lot is on a first come-first serve basis and there were no exclusive parking rights. He
then highlighted the on-street and private parking and the amounts available.
 
Slide 7 - Mr. Lockin gave a synopsis of this slide regarding the findings of the
commission.
 
Slide 8 - Mr. Lockin said that the church has met and addressed the parking issue.
 
Josh Ott addressed the Council and said that a lot of people don't understand allowing
the church to rent the building. He said that they have looked quite a bit and done a lot
to try to get businesses downtown to further the revitalization. He said that they believe
this will further this by bringing people downtown on a day when no one is there. He
said that they would love to put more people downtown to provide businesses with an
opportunity. He said that he would like to see Kingman have a parking problem
downtown.
 



Mayor Anderson noted that there are other tenants in the building and asked how this
impacts them being able to stay in the building and parishioners doing business.
 
Mr. Ott said that they try to treat all of the tenants the same and prefer that they get
along. He said that he believed they would be able to work together. He said that it is
difficult to find a tenant that would not overwhelm the area.
 
Mayor Anderson asked if Mr. Ott sees this happening until the church looks for an
actual building on their own site.
 
Mr. Ott said that this was all they could look at for now.
 
Brett Johnson addressed the Council and said that he is the local pastor of the church.
He said that the church is grateful to be able to move into a permanent location and it is
time for them to move on from Lee Williams High School. He said that the church does
not know what specifically they will do as they have never had a permanent location. He
said that they have to get a flow and hope to have small group bible studies and student
ministries. He said that they are a three to four year old church and are not large though
they are part of a larger church. He said that he has heard this will overwhelm
downtown. He said that the church is still growing and he cannot see having that kind of
influence. He said that the lease on the building is for five years and is not their final
location. He said that this is the best permanent location they can find right now and
want to be great neighbors for the the life and vitality they would bring to downtown.
 
Mayor Anderson said that he met with Mr. Johnson before the Planning and Zoning
Commission meeting and he realized as time goes on they would work with the
community and the community would work with them. He said that Friday night is
important downtown and asked how the church would become a part of that and not
lock horns knowing that events are planned at the same time. He said that he expected
the church to meet with the merchants and to work together.
 
Councilmember Carver asked Mr. Johnson about the five year lease.
 
Mr. Johnson said that this was dependent upon getting the CUP.
 
Mayor Anderson asked if this was negotiable if the church found a place they wanted to
build on in a couple of years. 
 
Mr. Johnson said that he imagined something could be worked out but they wanted to
fulfill their contractual obligation.
 
Councilmember Dean asked if any consideration had been given to a lease of less than
five years.
 
Mr. Johnson said that the lease makes the most sense realistically as they are a younger
church and would be going through a bigger process which takes about five years.
 
Rosalee Hunt addressed the Council and said that she is a resident of downtown. She
said that she felt the Council needed to see what the general neighborhood said and
worked up a basic form and petition for people to say whether they were for or against
this. She said that she focused on this as a zoning issues. She said that churches in
other locations are set back and there are issues with parking. She said that it is hard to



compare to the 1970's when there were more businesses. She said that she collected
60 signatures against this, 15 signatures for it, 18 signatures who were undecided, and
17 with no opinion. She said that this was two to one against this and the basic feeling
was this is not the best location. She said that this will impact the neighborhood and the
town. She said that she talked to a lot of people and there are a lot of strong feelings
about this.
 
Councilmember Miles asked if these surveys were done in businesses.
 
Ms. Hunt said that this was of residents only and if a person had a business they did
not do it. She said that they tried to do this as one signature per residence only. She
said that the majority of other signatures were downtown and some were businesses.
 
Mr. Graves addressed the Council and said that this is not a church issue but a business
decision. He said that this is not in line with the General Plan and the Planning and
Zoning Commission said that it was not the right fit. He said that his family has been
here for a long time. He said that this would affect 12 buildings and tenants are open
24/7. He said that taking away street parking leaves nothing. He said that they are only
now getting businesses downtown thriving and this does not bring in tax dollars. He
asked where the City's option was when this affects downtown. He said that the area
will return to negative growth. He said that he contacted other cities and they asked why
you would put a church in the middle of a commercial area. He said that the City has
spent millions of dollars in the area and the negatives of this far outweigh the positives.
He said that this needs to be tabled to find a better fit.
 
Councilmember Carver asked Mr. Graves if he feels the Otts are being irresponsible by
leasing this property to a church.
 
Mr. Graves said that his understanding is that there are other locations that would fit
better.
 
Councilmember Carver said that they own the building and have a viable renter. He said
that this is why CUP's are available and to not approve the CUP the Council would
need a legal reason. He said that this goes back to the landlord renting to the tenant.
 
Mr. Graves said that this is about running a business. He said that this was initially for
Sunday and asked where there will be parking during the week. He asked if the church
will be using the approved parking for the other days of the week when businesses need
traffic to do business. He said that people are going to park as close as they possibly
can and this could run into a problem.
 
Councilmember Miles said that she would like to explore Mr. Cooper's legal
interpretation. She said that if she heard him correctly in order to issue the CUP the
church would have to prove something.
 
Mr. Cooper said that as a general rule for CUP's the City has facts that the have to find.
He said that this is where the federal statute comes into play in that the City cannot pose
a substantial burden in meeting this.
 
Councilmember Miles asked about this not being in compliance with the General Plan.
 
Mr. Cooper said that a CUP is for an extra usage and certain restrictions may be



applied. He said that the City has not been enforcing the parking rules and regulations
and the church has to be treated as any other category. He said that there has to be a
compelling government interest. He said that parking is not a compelling interest. 
 
Councilmember Miles noted that Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
funding had been invested into this building and there are costs associated with this
decision as the City is saying that there will be no opportunity for this building to be
commercial for five years.
 
Mr. Cooper said that according to case law this is not a compelling government interest.
 
Mr. Graves said that the grant funding said that the building could not be leased to a
church within a five year period and this ties back to the owner of the property. He said
that there are many examples where this went to court and it never happened. He said
that this is an interesting situation and when the forefathers for planning and zoning
planned the city they had a business district downtown and churches were around the
perimeter. He said that downtown is a central focal point and is drawing people
downtown. He said that if the City starts limiting growth that is not what they are after.
He said that they have waited a long time for this and it would be a shame to give up on
what the General Plan was trying to build on. He said that it would be great to have
another type of building and there could be. He said that there are ways to explore that
and there are always options. He said that this doesn't have to go in.
 
Mayor Anderson said that the General Plan is a guideline and is not restrictive or
binding. He said that downtown came together to build downtown and the City cannot
dictate private property use. He said that this is about property owners rights and how
to make them merge together. He said that if there is a way if this goes through that they
can work together to get more parishioners downtown to do business it would be nice
if other places were open on Sunday. He said that there are challenges and opportunities
to make this positive. He said that the building has not had tenants and this could have
been due to poor property management. He said that there are a lot of businesses
downtown like that. He said that he is glad there were 60 people in the room rather than
the seven Council members guessing. He said that they are raising valid points and
parking is an issue during the week. He wondered if there was a way to run bus service
on Sunday and said that there were additional things that can continue to be explored to
alleviate some of the problems and fears. 
 
Mr. Graves said that during the week is the concern and the number of cars downtown
is where there would be a problem.
 
Wade Simon addressed the Council and said that Central has been amazing to his
family. He said that it is full of so many wonderful, positive people and they want to
love on downtown. He said that the City is going to see the economy boom with the its
presence. He said that every time they come downtown they pay tax dollars. He said
they can't wait to get involved and want to do it with love.
 
Mayor Anderson said that he heard comments that while the church was at the high
school people went to church and took off. He said that they had to make a special trip
and this would be more of an opportunity to be downtown.
 
Mr. Simon said that he and his wife have breakfast downtown almost every Sunday
morning and this would become more consistent and more regular. He said that they



can't wait to get more restaurants because they are down there.

Tom Meadows addressed the Council and said that he has lived here since 1969 with
the exception of his time in the Air Force. He said that there is a lot going on downtown
and Central Christian is a baby church. He said that it was started in a guy's garage then
moved to the Seventh Day Adventist before going to Lee Williams High School. He
said that the church is crowded and the schools needs its rooms back because there are
too many kids. He said that this will make an impact on downtown and he doesn't think
it will be negative. He said that this won't be an empty building and the area will see cars
during services. He said that parking is going to be parking forever and is something
that they will have to live with.

Debra Sixta addressed the Council and said that she is a 24 year resident and business
owner. She asked the Council to approve this so the church can have a positive impact
on downtown Kingman.

Dean Colvig addressed the Council and said that he has lived here since 1979. He said
that AP Pawn has agreed to allow the church to use their parking lot during all non-
business hours as has Wells Fargo. He said that Rednecks has as well and they
submitted a letter wanting the church to come in. He said that downtown is a ghost
town on Sunday mornings and not many businesses are open on Sunday. He said that
they are filling holes and providing exposure. He said that before Lee Williams he had
been to one business downtown. He said that this increases exposure and he has been
to all of these business that he would never have been to before. He said that they look
forward to being good neighbors. He said that they can bring dog food to the shelter
and want to help. He said that this is their town. He said that they get help from
Henderson, Nevada, but this was started by Kingman folks and they don't want to do
anything to hurt the community because they live here.

Larry Cubis addressed the Council and said that 15 years ago downtown was pretty
dodgy and there was not a lot down here. He said that they have some culture
downtown and are building on. He gave kudos to the businesses who have come down
during bad economic times. He said that they took leaps of faith. He said that with
having lawyers presenting everything this says that the church is big with big dollars and
will sue right away. He said that he got a feeling they were seeing a lot of deception. He
said that weddings only have 100 people and during the week the church will have
events like funerals when the church won't have the parking lot of the bank or pawn
shop. He said that the City needs a lot of stock on what business owners are doing
downtown and the financial input into the community. He said that the City is looking
for additional revenue but businesses failing is losing the revenue stream. He told the
Council to take time in their decision.

Councilmember Carver referred to Mr. Cubis' comment regarding life events and said
that people don't look at it from this.

Mr. Cubis said to look at how many people attend funerals.

Marianne VanHasselt addressed the Council and said that she supports downtown
merchants with dollars. She said that this is a commercial district. She said that they can
work together with times and that the sales tax issue is a compelling government
interest. She said that there must be minimal adverse impact for a CUP and the City
cannot get sales tax from downtown. She then provided statistics from downtown



businesses. She said that downtown businesses help bring revenue and the church will
be operating during prime business hours. She said that she heard church members say
that they want to have an impact downtown. She said that there is a serious restriction
to not conflict with sales tax income.
 
Mr. Dunton addressed the Council and said that never in the history of Arizona has the
state thought it would be a good idea to have a church by a bar. He said that the
entertainment zone allowed this to happen. He said that Praise Chapel has something
going on every day and people come early and stay late. He said that there are 400 cars
at Praise Chapel. He said that the church is saying they will be good neighbors but this
is not concrete and they hope they will be good neighbors. He said that in Scottsdale
people going to bars have to park blocks away. He said that this would be adding 200
cars on top of 200 cars. He said that millions of dollars have been invested and that
perpetuates a government interest. He told the Council not to sentence people
downtown and this is the wrong place. 
 
Katie ___________-Graves addressed the Council and said that she owns property
here. She said that her mother said she wanted downtown to be the way it used to be.
She said that she wants to  start businesses downtown and the church will not bring
revenue. She said that when she was here two months ago the church said it would only
be on Sundays and now they will be here every day. She asked what about the
businesses and parking and said that the church will take the closest parking. She said
that downtown residents want to bring it back and the area is doing a great job bringing
in businesses.She said that her visiting friends are excited about how the area has
grown. She said that she has been here her whole life and this is not the right fit. She
said that the church has been offered other buildings that have parking. She said that
she may look at the building if the rent is right and asked where everyone is going to
park. She said that if people see people standing around going to church they are going
to think it is crowded and are going to drive passed. She told the Council not to be
bullied into this. She said that the lawyers were here and she still has not seen a business
plan saying what is going to happen. She said that not it is just bible studies and won't
just be once a month.
 
Bill Wales addressed the Council and said that he loves this town and is very involved in
this town. He said that Mr. Jeppson and Mr. Cooper have explained that the church
meets the CUP requirements and the Council can't make this decision based on this
being a church. He said that this is an organization that needed to find another facility to
meet their needs and connected with the most wonderful landlord in this town. He said
that the building has been vacant for four years and he doesn't see where a business can
be put in. He said that he is sure there will be life events but this was used for events
before. He said that he can't imagine being upset if she had a couple of events a week
and this will be a positive influence downtown. He said that they do buy stuff here and
will be a positive effect. He encouraged the Council to approve the CUP.
 
Nicholas Bodine addressed the Council and said that he is an executive with Central. He
said that the church has several churches including one in Las Vegas in a warehouse
district and one that meets in a bar which impacts the business in that the members stay
and eat. He said that they are not a typical church and try to reach people who are un-
church. He said that "celebrate recovery" offers hope for everyone and he wondered
why downtown businesses would not want people recovered. He said that they are
raising good people and good students and partner with organizations already here. He
said that they do church a little differently. He said that they have worked with the Otts



who have been great to work with and this is just the next step to get down the road. He
said that Tim from Blackbridge Brewery was going to speak to studies he has done to
show churches bring revenue in. He said that they don't want to be bad neighbors and
there will be parking available.

Cere Tabbert addressed the Council and said that she is a downtown resident. She said
that she shares a lot of the same concerns especially about becoming a social services
hub. She said that she has heard a lot of solutions and it would be great to have the
CUP for one to two years at a time.

Cheri Deline addressed the Council and said that she operates a pet sanctuary. She said
that she is one of the longest running tenants downtown and there are a lot of social
services down here. She said that she is tired of downtown being the ashtray and this is
not a religious issue. She said that she has nothing against this church but does not want
it in downtown. She said that it is becoming a social services hub down here and
doesn't think people recovering belong in an entertainment district. She said that it is
busy in the evenings and there is not a lot open on Sunday because people busted their
butts during the week. She said that parking is pretty much all taken and people have to
park a block away from shops. She said that she doesn't want a parking issue and
doesn't want this to be a social services hub. She said that parking has impacted the
thrift shop and people will not walk all the way to AP Pawn. She said that they will park
in front of the thrift shop and take away her business.

Shawn Stinson addressed the Council and said that everyone is talking about parking
though he has never heard parking complaints with other events at that building. He
asked what the issue is now.

Ms. Vanhasselt addressed the Council and said that when parking is not a problem
many of the other businesses are dead.

Carol Ott addressed the Council and told them to think about the whole of Kingman.
She said that the issue has been parking and some cities close down parking and people
have to walk past shops. She said that when she travels she walks past shops and looks
at this as bringing life to Kingman. She said that this is not about the money. She said
that this is about a bigger Kingman and bringing life. She said that the building sits there
empty and the propensity is for buildings to get run down and have rocks thrown
through the windows. She asked if we want life and excitement. She said that she also
wants business and tax dollars and this doesn't make sense to her. She said that this is a
perfect fit to get life. She said that she loves Rednecks and the area didn't have life
before they started getting some of these things. She said that this will perpetuate more
life then named several small towns and explained their downtown areas. She said that
this is a perfect fit and will fill in life. She asked what the Council wants in a 13,000
square-foot building that won't take up parking.

Bubba Floyd addressed the Council and said that he owns Rednecks. He said that he is
opening a new business and he believes in downtown. He said that this will bring sales
tax revenue. He said that he is going to open on Sunday and he hopes and prays they
will come and spend money and socialize and by the 20th of the month he will write a
check to the state. He said that he hopes and prays the Council will consider this and
grant them the opportunity to come and visit. He asked why others aren't complaining
about parking and said it is because they want the sales tax revenue. He said that they
will socialize and will make downtown. 



Ms. ____-Graves said that she put out on Facebook to come down and speak. She
said that church members don't go into coffee shops. She said that businesses are
having to solicit and she doesn't think this is the right fit. She said that the parking will
be every day of the week and she wanted to make sure the Council understood where
she was coming from.

Dennis Colvig addressed the Council and said that he has lived here for over 36 years.
He said that this is his city and he has done many things here. He said that he wanted to
speak briefly and thanked the Council for their consideration. He said that he was glad
he was not in the Council members' seats. He said that he was speaking on behalf of the
church. He said that he loves Kingman and it is a part of him. He said that this is the
right decision to grant the CUP.

Mayor Anderson closed the public hearing at 11:53 P.M.

Mayor Anderson said that the Council heard a lot from both sides with many valid
points. He said that given the time they have spent here they were entitled to hear the
Council's thoughts.

Councilmember Carver asked if the entertainment district came after this request.

Mr. Jeppson said that it came before.

Councilmember Carver clarified that the downtown businesses heard about the potential
CUP and did this to protect the liquor licenses downtown. He said that this was the
reason for the entertainment district.

Mr. Jeppson said that the Downtown Merchants wanted the City to adopt it.

Councilmember Carver asked Mr. Cooper if he had heard anything that would give the
Council any inkling that this does not meet the CUP requirements.

Mr. Cooper said that it is not his job to make a factual determination and looking at the
case law this does not meet the compelling government interest if this met litigation. 

Councilmember Yocum said that he heard compelling arguments from both sides and he
agreed with some of those from each. He said that he appreciates everyone's input. He
said that this is a difficult decision and he is respectful on both points of view. He said
that he doesn't think a church occupying the building will hamper the area, that they
wish to be good neighbors and he thinks the congregation will make every attempt to
be. He said that it may be a different fit. He said that the church looks forward to
supporting the merchants and hopes that the merchants will return that. He said that he
hopes for an odd cooperation.

Vice Mayor Young said that listening to everyone she tries to be objective. She said that
she doesn't see parking as an issue as a business would still cause a parking issue. She
said that a couple of people were concerned about public safety regarding drug and
alcohol rehabilitation. She said that she hopes businesses do increase their business and
to hear the same issue from the church that all of the parking spaces are taken. She said
that this is a difficult decision because she felt like they were being railroaded into
making it. 



Councilmember Abram said that he is happy to go on record that Jesus Christ is his
Lord and Savior. He then quoted a section from the federal statute and said that he is
not sure there is a substantial burden because the church has yet to move into the
building. He then quoted a section of the zoning regulations and said that looking at the
General Plan and the general welfare of downtown there is the potential of there being
jeopardy due to having a general assembly there. He said that there is the probability of
not having a property tax and it is the job of the City to bring in tax revenue by
generating businesses. He said that he worked at a church and understands the
hardships of finding a right building. He said it appears to be a right fit and is probably
not the right thing long term for the City.

Councilmember Dean said that he has heard compelling statements from both sides and
he is also a Christian. He said that either way someone will be mad and he was still
wondering if granting the CUP for one to two years was even possible. He said that he
doesn't know if the Council could grant the request for a shorter period of time to see if
this causes a problem and see if it would cause a problem during the week.

Councilmember Miles asked if it was possible to grant a one to two year CUP.

Mr. Cooper said that this goes back to the federal statute and the City has to treat the
church as they do everyone else. He said that this has not been imposed on any other
CUP and could come to litigation if pursued in this manner. He said that it is his job to
protect the City and the Council needs to list a compelling government interest to deny
this. He said that denial is considered a substantial burden.

Councilmember Miles said that she is also a Christian and a member of a small faith
community so is very sympathetic to this. She asked why this spot was selected when
there are so many other vacant spots and said she did not know the answer. She said
that she thinks the most compelling thing is the enthusiasm of the church to bring life to
that building. She said that this does not seem like the fit for downtown and this is such
a centerpiece building for the heart of the retail and historic district. She said that this is
not the best fit in her mind. She said that this was coming from her love of Kingman and
she was trying to make a wise choice for the community. She said that the merchants
are putting in so much effort. She said that she has listened to everyone and this is a
tough call. She said that speaking about the opportunity cost five years is a long time.
She said that it is hard to believe that this wouldn't be a retail establishment downtown
to help this booming district.

Mayor Anderson said that he has moved around several times to places with churches
downtown or on the outskirts. He said that it can work but there are some problems. He
said that he disagreed with Mr. Cooper and goes back to the person who owns the
building and the offers of a lease and the tenant who agrees to it. He said that the City
cannot agree to a CUP for a shorter period of time though the owner and tenant could
modify it but that is up to them. He said that it bothers him that a couple of years ago
the church met in the back room and now is at 300 people and he was not sure Central
Commercial would be able to hold them in a few years. He said that there are a lot of
followers and asked what happens if the church has outgrown the building in a couple
of years. He said that this goes back to Ms. Ott and the church. He said that this is a
complex issue and he believed in the need for a revenue base from downtown. He said
that he believed the tenants and the parishioners will probably patronize the businesses
downtown and he was not sure how much of a loss of revenue there would be because



the church is in there. He said that he was concerned about the neighboring businesses
and suggested that the church and the merchants meet regularly and report back
quarterly as to what issues have been identified to remedy. He said that both owe one
another that opportunity. He said that they covered the thoughts and concerns and
understand the issues brought before them. He said that there has been excellent
representation on both sides and both have strong reasons. He said that he hopes what
ever decision is made people on both sides will make it work or help find another place.

Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to APPROVE Resolution No. 4985.
Councilmember Yocum SECONDED. 

Mayor Anderson called for a roll call vote.

The MOTION was DENIED by a vote of 2-5 with Mayor Anderson, Vice Mayor
Young, Councilmember Abram, Councilmember Dean, and Councilmember Miles
voting NAY.

c. Creation of a Court Clerk position for Veterans Court
Based on the anticipated participation rate of the new Veterans Treatment
Court program, Staff recommends adding a Veterans Court Clerk position for program
support. Currently the Municipal Court has an unfunded .50 FTE (full-time employee)
Court Clerk position. Staff recommends funding the .50 position and increasing it by
.50 to be 1 FTE. The position will remain at the same salary grade as the current Court
Clerk position, but will be re-titled to Veterans Court Clerk and the job description
revised to better align the tasks with those related to a veterans treatment court
program. Staff recommends approval.

City Magistrate Judge Jeffrey Singer addressed the Council and said that the Court had
a half-time employee who retired. He said that the Veteran's Court needs a clerk and the
position will be necessary. He said that there is budget for operational costs for the
Veteran's Court and court personnel will be the lion's share of this. He said that Court
Administrator Ruthie Teigen has be doing this but cannot continue. He said that the
court wants to take the half-time spot and the other half from the budget for the
Veteran's Court to create a full time spot. He said that he is hoping to hire for the
position by the beginning of February and that the Veteran's Court will become their
sole focus. He said that this is similar to how Lake Havasu City started with their
Veteran's Court. He said that the Veteran's Court is hoping to have four people in the
program by the end of the year and the court needs help. He said that he cannot burden
his staff with this more than he already has. He said that this will not take any additional
money it is just being moved around.

Councilmember Dean asked for clarification that this position will still be at $22,000 per
year.

Judge Singer said that this amount was just through June 30th. He said that the Court
has already budgeted with the half-time position and he wants to supplement the
remainder from the Veteran's Court. He said that this is what is needed for the program.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE the creation of a Court Clerk
position for the Veteran's Court. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it was



APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

d. Resolution 4986: compensation and classification plan
Attached Resolution 4986 amends previously adopted Resolution 4953 by amending
the classification and compensation plan for FY 2015/2016 to reflect changes in Fire
Department personnel classification and Municipal Court personnel. With Council
approval of previous related agenda items, Staff recommends approval of the
change to the classification and compensation plan.

Mr. Cooper said that this codifies the Court Clerk and Fire Department matters.

Councilmember Carver said that he through the Battalion Chief - Operations would be
in a different pay grade which he was told was incorrect.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE Resolution No. 4986. Mayor
Anderson SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

e. Department presentation - Fire
The City Manager has directed each department head to give a brief presentation to the
Council and Public on the purpose and future of the department. The Fire Department
will provide a report for informational purposes only.

Chief Rhoades had provided a copy of a PowerPoint presentation to the Council prior
to the meeting and went over it with the Counil. A copy of the PowerPoint presentation
has been attached to these minutes. The PowerPoint was not displayed due to technical
difficulties.

Chief Rhoades said that he wanted to discuss what had been accomplished this year
and the department going forward. He then read the mission statement of the Kingman
Fire Department which had recently been revised by a committee of department
employees. He said that they also defined the departments values for the future. He said
that the department serves the City of Kingman as one of the only municipal fire
departments in the county. He said that the department maintains tight relationships with
the neighboring fire districts and are working on making these relationships closer. He
said that this means the service only gets better for Kingman and anyone who travels
through. He said that following retired Fire Chief Chuck Osterman is a blessing and
Chief Osterman and the people in the organization left a legacy and foundation to build
on. He said that the department has gone through tough time during the past year and
have hired for every position within the department. He then discussed the schedules,
stations, and staffing of the department. He said that saying that the department is "just
a fire department" is not accurate and discussed the services the department provides.
He said that the department also manages dispatch and reiterated the strong
relationships with the police department and surrounding fire districts. He then
discussed each of the fire stations individually and said that rebuilding Station Two and
adding Station Five are priorities for the department. He said that Station Two is
currently in a 50 year old building and its apparatus had to be specially designed to fit
into the building. He then said that the station on Gordon Drive is okay. He said that the
department is currently good to take calls across the City boundary of Gordon Drive



and the department is working to make this automatic to make the City better. He then
discussed the coverage gap caused from the lack of Station Five and said that this
causes significant response time to the East bench. He said that the station will help
response times which are not good right now. He then discussed the department's new
$3,000 to $4,000 hazmat trailer which the department obtained through a grant. He said
that the hazmat risk through the city is tremendous though the department does not have
a lot of those calls. He said that the need to store this trailer and the department's brush
truck, which are currently stored outside at Station Two, mean that the new Station Two
will have four bays to extend the life of the equipment. He then gave a synopsis of call
statistics for the department and said that the number of calls the department responds
to increases each year. He said that this year calls for service are expected to reach over
10,000. He said that emergency calls are up 14-percent over last year. He said that the
department could do things different. He said that the department wants to maintain the
same level of service even on low priority calls and those numbers will continue to
increase. Chief Rhoades then discussed how Insurance Service Office (ISO) ratings are
calculated and said that these ratings mean lower insurance rates for homeowners. He
said that the goal is to get to an ISO rating of two which he said is very attainable. He
then discussed the department's priorities for the coming year. He said that there are
programs the department is trying to implement in the coming year. He said that 46-
percent of the department's calls are handled by Station Two. He said that implementing
a rapid response vehicle program would keep the red trucks in the station more. He said
that the department is applying for grants and the new Battalion Chief in charge of
training has a background in grant writing. He also discussed the department working
toward accreditation. He said that the department has basic infrastructure issues and
said that updates to the preemption system were made this year. He said that the
department is pushing the parameters on vehicle life. He said that the department
continues to come up with new goals and are working toward achieving them. He said
that an example of this is the department's health and wellness program and the
implementation of fitness testing. 

8. REPORTS

Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons

There were no reports given.

9. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER

Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests
for agenda items for future meetings.

Mr. Dougherty wished everyone a happy holidays and said that he would be in Lake Havasu
City the following day for meetings.

The Council wished everyone Merry Christmas.

Mayor Anderson ADJOURNED the meeting at 12:44 A.M on Wednesday, December 16,
2015.
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CITY OF KINGMAN
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL

Council Chambers
310 N. 4th Street

5:30 PM Tuesday, January 5, 2016 DRAFT MINUTES 
REGULAR MEETING

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

Mayor: Richard Anderson; Vice-Mayor: Carol Young; Council: Mark Abram, Larry Carver, Kenneth Dean, Jen
Miles, Stuart Yocum
Officers: John Dougherty, City Manager; Carl Cooper, City Attorney; Jackie Walker, Human Resources and Risk
Management Director; Robert DeVries, Chief of Police; Jake Rhoades, Fire Chief; Greg Henry, City Engineer;
Mike Meersman, Parks & Recreation Director; Tina Moline, Finance Director; Gary Jeppson, Development
Services Director; Rob Owen, Public Works Director; Jack Plaunty, Streets Superintendent; Joe Clos,
Information Services Director; Sydney Muhle, City Clerk; Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk and Recording
Secretary

Mayor Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:30 P.M. All councilmembers were present. 

INVOCATION

The invocation will be given by Grif Vautier of Kingman Presbyterian Church.

The invocation was given by Reverend Vautier after which the Pledge of Allegiance was said in unison.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN ACCORDANCE
WITH A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE
DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE RELATING THERETO:

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a. There are no minutes to approve this meeting.

2. APPOINTMENTS

a. Consideration of appointing and/or reappointing Economic Development and Marketing
Commission (EDMC) members
EDMC members Chuck Waalkens' and Susan Yamaguchi's terms expired on December 31, 2015.
Ms. Yamaguchi did not seek reappointment. Mr. Waalkens expressed interest in serving a second
term. The EDMC also has two vacant terms that expire December, 2017. On December 9, 2015 the
EDMC voted 4-0 to recommend reappointing Chuck Waalkens for a second full term and
to appointment Eugene Kirkham to his first full term. Staff recommends approval.

Chuck Waalkens stated his first term went quickly and was very enjoyable. Mr. Waalkens stated the
commission voted to appoint him as the Chair for 2016 and wanted the Council's approval in order
to continuing serving.

Eugene Kirkham stated he was looking forward to the change of serving on the EDMC instead of the
Planning & Zoning Commission and hoped the Council would approve his appointment.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPOINT Eugene Kirkham to his first three year term
and REAPPOINT Chuck Waalkens to a second three year term on the Economic Development and
Marketing Commission. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-
0.

b. Consideration of reappointing Krystal Burge to the Tourism Development Commission



(TDC)
Krystal Burge's term ended December 31, 2015. The TDC met on December 3, 2015 and
recommended on a four-to-one vote to reappoint Ms. Burge. Ms. Burge has served four terms and
is willing to serve another term, which requires a super-majority vote of the Council. The TDC
recommends approval.

Krystal Burge stated her purpose for continuing to serve on the commission was to make the
Powerhouse a landmark in the community. Ms. Burge stated the TDC worked hard to save funds
and make the remodel of the Powerhouse a priority. 
 
Councilmember Carver stated Ms. Burge was valuable TDC member due to the upcoming changes
in management of the Powerhouse, but at some point term limits should be enforced as the Council
does an injustice to the commissions by continuing to reappoint the same individuals.
Councilmember Carver stated he was not aware of any other candidates at this time. Councilmember
Carver stated he was conflicted on Ms. Burge's reappointment due to those factors. 
 
Ms. Burge stated Jan Davis would be submitting an application and she agreed with Councilmember
Carver's concerns. Ms. Burge stated her reason for seeking reappointment was to protect the
Powerhouse funds and remodeling plans. Ms. Burge stated she would happily resign from the
commission once the project was complete.
 
Mayor Anderson stated it was important to have Ms. Burge's experience on the commission due to
the upcoming organizational change of the Kingman Visitors Center coming under direct City
management in July, 2016. Mayor Anderson stated he otherwise agreed with Councilmember
Carver's points. 
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to REAPPOINT Krystal Burge to the Tourism
Development Commission. Councilmember Yocum seconded and it was approved by a vote of 7-0.

3. AWARDS/RECOGNITION

a. Employee service recognition
In appreciation for their hard work, dedication, and loyalty, the Mayor and Council would like to
recognize employees who have reached years of service milestones, beginning at five years of
service and continuing at each five year interval. Tonight the Mayor and Council hereby convey their
earnest appreciation to:
 

Yrs of
Service Name Title Department

20 Blum, Thomas Equipment Operator B Street Dept
30 White, Harry Welder Fleet
10 Ackerson, Ronald Crew Leader Golf Course
10 Linne, Cindy Court Clerk Magistrate Court
10 Reed, Danny Police Officer Police
10 Rodriguez, Carlos Bluestake Coordinator Water Operating
5 Osborn, Dustin Firefighter Fire
5 Payton, Judy Customer Service Representative Water Admin
5 Vandekrol, Pam Payroll/Accts Payable Clerk Finance
    

Mayor and Council would also like to congratulate the following retirees on their
retirement:
Linda Dorado-Corwin who retired from Water Administration on December 11, 2015 with 19 years
of outstanding service.

Vice-Mayor Young read the names of the employees who were present and Mayor Anderson
presented certificates to them.
 
Mayor Anderson thanked retiree Linda Dorado-Corwin for her years of service and thanked all City
employees for their hard work.



4. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken as a result of
public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or rescheduling the matter for
consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the Public will be restricted to items not on the
agenda with the exception of those on the Consent Agenda. There will be no comments allowed that
advertise for a particular person or group. Comments should be limited to no longer than 3 minutes.

Kingman resident Herberta Schroeder stated the Council needed to understand how audience members and
constituents viewed meetings. Ms. Schroeder stated councilmembers should ask Staff questions on items
because a lack of questions gave the appearance the councilmembers did not care. Ms. Schroeder stated it
was inhumane to expect Staff to be at their best the day after a seven hour meeting. Ms. Schroeder stated
long meetings also gave the impression the Council did not want constituents present as most people did
not have the time to commit to long meetings. Ms. Schroeder stated arguing with people during a meeting
should not be allowed. Ms. Schroeder stated the Council should heed the City Attorney's advice and also
understand that Staff may be terse during meetings because they have worked a full day addressing other
problems. Ms. Schroeder stated the Council should announce commission vacancies every meeting in
order to encourage people to apply. 
 
Kingman resident Dean Wolslagel stated the public needed to know there were problems with the
administration of the Human Resources (HR) Department. Mr. Wolslagel stated there was a lot of nepotism
and cronyism in the City, which created a code of silence in the community. Mr. Wolslagel stated he
discovered discrepancies in finances in the Water Department in 2007, but he was labeled a disgruntled
employee by the City Attorney and HR for reporting it. Mr. Wolslagel stated he sent a letter to the City
Attorney in 2008 that detailed the illegal activities. Mr. Wolslagel stated there was a small group of people
controlling communication in the City and employees were afraid to speak up because they could be fired
like he was. Mr. Wolslagel stated the City needed a second opinion of its operations, which was why audits
were important. Mr. Wolslagel stated he provided copies of his letter to the City Clerk for distribution to
the Council as well as extra copies for the public; a copy is included at the end of this report. 
 
Kingman resident Don D'Angina stated he wished to address the topic of Central Christian Church's
conditional use permit (CUP) for the Central Commercial Building. Mr. D'Angina stated many areas around
the country were losing track of putting churches in commercial areas and the City should not do that. Mr.
D'Angina stated the City should be willing to put churches where they needed to go and there was no
reason why the church should not be allowed to utilize the Central Commercial Building. Mr. D'Angina
stated there was a lot of parking, especially on Sunday, and there was a Federal law that ordered the City to
honor the request. Mr. D'Angina stated there were already churches downtown. Mr. D'Angina asked the
Council to give the public a good reason why the CUP was denied. Mr. D'Angina stated the CUP should
be approved.
 
Kingman resident Joe Longoria stated there was a lack of leadership in allowing former vice-mayor Mark
Wimpee, Sr. to be attacked during a Council meeting. Mr. Longoria stated it showed a lack of decorum and
a meeting was not the appropriate place to allow a person to be disparaged and his or her reputation torn
apart. Mr. Longoria stated he knew Mr. Wimpee, Sr. had the opportunity to defend himself and it was
admirable that he showed restraint and allowed the public to speak. Mr. Longoria stated he hoped the
Council would not continue to allow the public to disparage people. Mr. Longoria stated Mohave County
prohibited disparaging any member of the Board of Supervisors, Staff or audience during meetings and
asked the Council to consider enacting this rule in order to prevent what happened to Mr. Wimpee, Sr.
from happening again. 
 
Kingman resident Marianne van Hasselt stated she appreciated the Council's vote on the Central
Commercial Building conditional use permit (CUP). Ms. van Hasselt stated the Council was elected to
represent what was best for Kingman and it appeared as if Central Christian Church expected preferential
treatment. Ms. van Hasselt stated the church demanded to be allowed to park in the way of money or
otherwise receive financial compensation. Ms. van Hasselt stated the church was not being a good
neighbor by expecting everyone to support their religion through a property tax or an increase in sales tax.
 

5. CONSENT AGENDA



 

All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one motion.
There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, that item will be removed from
the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately.

a. Utility easement agreement
The Kingman Police Department (KPD), with the assistance of  the Parks & Recreation Department
and Public Works Department, have expanded parking at KPD's facility. Staff removed shrubbery
and graded an area to the north of the building; however, a utility pole and guide wire need to be
removed to allow for barrier free parking. Unisource reviewed the site and agreed to remove the
obstruction at no cost to the department upon completion of the attached utility easement
agreement. Staff recommends accepting the utility easement agreement.

b. Liquor license application
Applicant Ruby Christina Duey of the Mohave Livestock Association has applied for a Series 15
Special Event Liquor License for an event taking place Saturday, February 13, 2016 from 4:30 P.M.
to 2:00 A.M. at 301 N. 4th Street in Kingman. Staff recommends approval.

c. Liquor license application
Applicant Yvonne Woytovich of the Kingman Area Chamber of Commerce has applied for a Series
15 Special Event Liquor License for an event taking place Saturday, February 27, 2016 from 6:00
P.M. to 10:00 P.M. at 201 N. 4th Street in Kingman. Staff recommends approval.

d. Liquor license application
Applicant Jamie S. Taylor of the Route 66 Association of Kingman has applied for a Series 15
Special Event Liquor License for an event taking place Saturday, January 16, 2016 from 5:00 P.M. to
10:00 P.M. at 201 N. 4th Street in Kingman. Staff recommends approval.

e. Resolution 4988: authorization for banking activities
Resolution 4988 removes Diane Richards, Budget Analyst, and adds Aracely Rivas, Finance
Administrator, as an authorized person to make wire transfers between the City's accounts. It
removes the authorization for any person to make telephonic transfers between the City's
accounts. Staff recommends approval.

Mayor Anderson stated item "5e" was pulled from the Consent Agenda as the individual identified in
the resolution resigned.
 
Councilmember Yocum made a MOTION to APPROVE Consent Agenda items "5a" through "5d."
Councilmember Young SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

6. OLD BUSINESS

a. Public Hearing and consideration of Ordinance 1806: creating the Kingman Crossing
Planned Development District (PDD) and applies this zoning district to the 151 acre area
located south of Interstate 40 (I-40) in the Kingman Crossing area
The proposed Kingman Crossing PDD text has been revised since the public hearing held on
November 3, 2015. The Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on December 8,
2015 and recommended approval of the proposed district text with the exception to permit murals
on exterior walls of buildings. Changes from the previous draft include: permission of poles in the
area that are at least 1,000 feet from the section lines; more restrictive lighting standards; prohibition
of mechanical lifts outside of buildings; requiring service bays to face north; and the permission of
murals on exterior buildings. The Planning and Zoning Commission and Staff recommend
approval of Ordinance 1806.

Development Services Director Gary Jeppson displayed the slides included in the agenda packet.
Slide one was an introductory slide. On slide two Mr. Jeppson stated the 151 acre property was
located south of Interstate 40 (I-40), west of Prospector Street and east of the power line on the



Sage Drive alignment. Mr. Jeppson reviewed slides three through five. Slide six showed a concept
map developed in 2007. On slide seven Mr. Jeppson stated the map of the area to be rezoned had
one minor correction, which was the removal of a small square of Unisource Engery Services
property at the top left of the map. Mr. Jeppson reviewed slides 8 through 13. Mr. Jeppson reviewed
slide 14 and stated the signage requirements would be similar to those enforced on Hualapai
Mountain Road. On slide 15 Mr. Jeppson stated pole signs would be allowed in the boxed area on
the map. Mr. Jeppson reviewed slides 16 through 20.
 
Councilmember Abram stated he believed citizens did not want to allow pole signs.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated the signs would only be permitted in the established area.
 
Councilmember Abram stated a monument sign would be preferable to a pole sign for aesthetic
reasons.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated the signs would need 50 feet of skirting in order to reach 40 feet above the grade
of I-40. Mr. Jeppson stated the skirting would need to be from the ground to the sign.
 
Councilmember Abram asked if there was a limit on the number of signs.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated a sign would only be allowed every 300 feet, which would equal a maximum of 8
signs for the area.
 
Vice-Mayor Young asked if there were any conditions for the design and color of murals.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated there was not and there were concerns regarding the point at which a mural
becomes a sign.
 
Councilmember Carver asked if the pole signs would be allowed on the property to the north of I-40
and if the skirting was required. Councilmember Carver stated the sides should have uniform
regulations. 
 
Mr. Jeppson stated he would need to check on the regulations for the north side.
 
Councilmember Carver stated the issue of murals was contentious as some people liked them and
others found them distracting. 
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 6:09 P.M.
 
Kingman resident Doug Dickmeyer stated Planning & Zoning Commissioner Angle suggested
removing the language prohibiting pole signs and Mr. Jeppson made the changes to the ordinance.
Mr. Dickmeyer stated allowing pole signs was contradicted the purpose of creating the PDD, which
was formed to limit or prohibit items that were not compatible with the surrounding areas. Mr.
Dickmeyer stated opposition to pole signs was heard at two public hearings. Mr. Dickmeyer stated
the PDD ordinance was the cornerstone to Kingman Crossing and thanked the Staff for their hard
work on it. 
 
Ms. van Hasselt stated the skirting was a good idea and pole signs were necessary to attract people
who were driving by on I-40. Ms. van Hasselt stated Mr. Jeppson spoke to the Sandbox Committee
about murals, in particular the percentage of a mural that could pertain to a business without the
mural becoming a sign. Ms. van Hasselt stated it would be beneficial to have signs and murals to tell
people what shops were available.
 
Kingman resident Harley Petit stated the property was landlocked and it would take a lot of money
to open up. Mr. Petit stated many years ago he suggested expanding Airway Avenue as a way to
provide access. Mr. Petit stated the Kingman Crossing property should be used for a park, flood
management and a new fire station. Mr. Petit stated there should be a crossing at Prospector Street
as well as land set aside for an annual fireworks display. Mr. Peitit stated the crossing could be a
start to an interchange, which would allow the project to be completed in more manageable stages.



Mr. Petit stated the area would be visible from the freeway and draw people in, much like the
Kingman Golf Course. Mr. Petit stated he hoped the Council would discuss his suggestions and
postpone decisions if necessary.
 
Ms. van Hasselt asked why the ordiance required the City to wait to implement the PDD until the
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) put forth money for the interchange. Ms. van
Hasselt stated the City should not have to wait if a person came forward with the money. 
 
Mayor Anderson closed the public hearing at 6:17 P.M.
 
Councilmember Carver stated he wanted to know what the restrictions were on the north side of I-40
before making a decision as well as revisit the inclusion of murals and pole signs.
 
Councilmember Abram stated the conditions for the properties should be uniform, but he felt the
skirting solved the aesthetic problem of pole signs. Councilmember Abram stated the City contained
many murals that some people appreciated and others did not. Councilmember Abram stated murals
on commercial buildings was part of the mystique of the City. 
 
Councilmember Miles stated she agreed with uniform restrictions. Councilmember Miles stated she
wanted to know if pole signs containing the names of several businesses would be required as a way
to avoid an overcrowded frontage. Councilmember Miles stated murals were characteristic of
historic downtown, but may not be appropriate for the new area.
 
Councilmember Miles made a MOTION to TABLE item "6a" until information on the conditions for
the north side were known, the sign portion of the ordinance was reworked, and unified conditions
for both sides of I-40 were developed. Councilmember Carver SECONDED and it was
APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

b. Adoption of Ordinance 1810: amendments to City Code Chapter 3, Article II, Section 3-22
On October 6, 2015, the Council directed Staff to amend the ordinance at the request of resident
Amber Novak in order to permit livestock allowances on properly zoned property to be
interchangeable. For the sake of efficiency, Staff also implemented further alterations to increase
uniformity of language throughout the ordinance and clarify bird allowances in response to
enforcement issues encountered by KPD personnel. Staff recommends adopting Ordinance
1810.

City Attorney Carl Cooper stated a citizen came forward and asked for the ability to swap out goats
for other animals on properly zoned property. Mr. Cooper stated Assistant Attorney Lee Hocking
revised some language in the ordinance and added the ability to make those substitutions.
 
Councilmember Miles made a MOTION to APPROVE Ordnance 1810. Councilmember Yocum
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

c. Discussion and possible decision on work session
The Council will discuss and possibly direct staff to set a date for a work session to discuss the
property tax levy, visioning, budget goals and annexation. Council must decide the levy amount by
the second meeting in January, 2016. Staff recommends setting a date for a work
session between January 7-15, 2016.

Mayor Anderson stated a work session was scheduled for January 7, 2016 at 3:30 P.M. at the
Kingman Police Department.

7. NEW BUSINESS

a. Presentation and funding request from Help Animals Lives Today (H.A.L.T.)
Lotti Benker of H.A.L.T. is requesting the Council grant funding in the 2016-17 fiscal budget. Ms.
Benker is also proposing the City ban the sale of puppies within the City limits unless a business
license is granted and maintained. While sympathetic to the lives of animals, Staff recommends
denying the funding request as there are several adoption agencies in the area.



Lotti Benker stated the agenda was incorrect and she did not suggest paying for a permit to breed
dogs. Ms. Benker stated the issue of people breeding dogs and not being able to afford to have
them vaccinated or spayed/neutered needed to be addressed. Ms. Benker stated there should be an
ordinance that addressed the problem of people giving away unvaccinated dogs in parking lots. Ms.
Benker stated canine parvovirus (parvo) was out of control in Kingman. Ms. Benker stated she was
asking for three hours of manpower on Saturday or Sunday to patrol the parking lots where people
gave away puppies. Ms. Benker stated she did not want anymore sick animals to circulate in the
population and if there was an ordinace in place it may help to curb the problem. Ms. Benker stated
there may come a time in the future where the City had the money available for people that could not
afford to spay/neuter their pets.
 
Councilmember Miles stated it was a complicated request and enforcement must be considered
when proposing new ordinances. Councilmember Miles stated this type of ordinance could cause
people to continue the behavior outside of City limits or dump the animals in the desert.
Councilmember Miles asked Ms. Benker if she worked with the other animal welfare agencies to
form a unified request or suggested ordinance language.
 
Ms. Benker stated she did not want to involve law enforcement agencies because many of the
officers did not know about laws relating to animals. Ms. Benker stated she was arrested for
attempting to take a dog to a veterinarian instead of the animal shelter. Ms. Benker stated she was
requesting outside monitoring of the situation such as a volunteer to patrol the areas for three hours
on Saturdays and Sundays.
 
Councilmember Miles stated the issue needed to be referred back to the animal welfare groups in
order to devise a unified approach. Councilmember Miles asked City Manager John Dougherty if he
could coordinate the effort as he belonged to the board of the Western Arizona Humane Society.
Councilmember Miles stated it would be excellent if Ms. Benker could take the lead on the project.
 
Mr. Cooper stated he and Mr. Dougherty would be involved as it would be a multi-step process.

b. Consideration of waiving Subsection 2.2(8)(iv) of the Subdivision Ordinance to permit
Kingman Crossing LLC to seek a preliminary plat extension on Kingman Crossing Plat
1993
Kingman Crossing Tract 1993 Preliminary Plat is a 1,154 lot subdivision located south of Airway
Avenue, east of the Castle Rock alignment, west of Prospector Street, and north of
the Hualapai Campus of the Kingman Regional Medical Center. The preliminary plat was
approved August 2, 2004 and the latest two year preliminary plat extension expired on November 6,
2014. Granting an extension of the existing preliminary plat allows the owner to plat without necessary
right-of-way and then subsequently requires the City to acquire the houses and property necessary to
construct the Kingman Crossing Boulevard as identified in the Kingman Crossing Design Concept
Report. In the past the applicant has claimed no involvement with the commercial aspect of the
Kingman Crossing area north of I-40, but Kingman Crossing LLC was the applicant on the General
Plan amendment to designate this area as "Regional Commercial" in 2004. Staff recommends not
waiving Subsection 2.2 98)(iv) of the Subdivision Ordinance and thereby requiring the
subdivider to apply for a new preliminary plat that includes the 130-feet wide right-of-way for
Kingman Crossing Boulevard.     

Mayor Anderson stated item "7b" was pulled from the agenda.

c. Public hearing and consideration of Resolution 4987: approval of a one-year renewal of a
conditional use permit (CUP) approved under Resolution 4860 to expand a mini-storage
complex at 3442 Hualapai Mountain Road
Robert E. & Judith Bennett, applicants and property owners, requested approval of a one-year
renewal of a CUP originally approved on October 15, 2013 to expand a mini-storage complex at
3442 Hualapai Mountain Road. The CUP allowed approximately 210 mini-storage units of varying
sizes as well as an office, manager’s residence, and garage as additions to the existing facility. Because a
building permit was not obtained within one year, the applicant requested and received a one-year
renewal of the CUP from the Council on December 2, 2014 with direction to Mr. Bennett that he must
begin construction in one-year. On October 20, 2015, the City issued a grading permit for the subject



site; however, a building permit has not been obtained and grading has not taken place. The property
owner is requesting another one-year renewal of the CUP. The Planning and Zoning Commission met
on December 8, 2015 and held a public hearing on this request. There was no public opposition to this
request for renewal. The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 3-2 to recommend approval of
the request for the one-year renewal of the CUP.

Mr. Jeppson displayed the slides included in the agenda packet. Slide one was an introductory slide.
Mr. Jeppson read slide two. On slide three Mr. Jeppson stated the property was located on Hualapai
Mountain Road. Slide four was an aerial photo of the property. Mr. Jeppson reviewed slide five and
stated copies of a letter from Mohave Engineering were supplied to the Council; a copy is included
at the end of this report. Mr. Jeppson stated slide six was a previously displayed graphic of the
applicant's plan for the property. Mr. Jeppson skipped to the recommendation slide and read the
text.  
 
Councilmember Abram asked if there was a stipulation that no further renewals would be granted.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated the Council made that stipulation in December, 2014.
 
Applicant Robert Bennett stated he apologized for asking the Council for another renewal, but he
encountered civil engineering problems that created substantial delays. Mr. Bennett stated he made
minor revisions to the grading plan and submitted it as well as the foundation and plumbing plans.
Mr. Bennett stated he still needed an electrical plan and the building plans.
 
Councilmember Abram asked when the building plans would be completed.
 
Mr. Bennett stated it would take two months for the building plans and two weeks for the electrical
plan. Mr. Bennett stated one of the problems with the CUP process in new construction was that it
could take months to find an engineer or contractor after the permit was obtained and at that point
people were hesitant to work with the applicant because the permit was close to expiring. Mr.
Bennett stated engineers and contractors feared the permit would not be extended. Mr. Bennett
stated there was only about eight months of working time. Mr. Bennett stated the CUP process
needed to be revised and that while the fees were not an issue, the deadlines were too tight,
especially in Kingman.
 
Vice-Mayor Young asked what problems Mr. Bennett encountered in the second year of the
extension. 
 
Mr. Bennett stated 90% of his problems were related to civil engineering. Mr. Bennett stated there
were not a lot of civil engineers or qualified people in town. Mr. Bennett stated the extension should
be approved due to the fact that the property had a CUP instead of the original zoning. Mr. Bennett
stated he cooperated with the City and the right thing to do would be to approve the extension.  
 
Mayor Anderson asked when the applicant would be able to submit the required information.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated the plans were submitted at 4:30 P.M. that afternoon, which did not leave enough
time for review; however, they were not complete.  
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 6:45 P.M. There were no comments. Mayor Anderson
closed the public hearing at 6:45 P.M. 
 
Mayor Anderson stated he understood the shortage of civil engineers in Kingman, however, the
project had been going on for over two years.
 
Councilmember Abram stated there was a long process in place after getting a CUP, however, many
buildings in town were built without issue. Councilmember Abram stated the applicants had put a lot
of money into the project.
 
Councilmember Dean asked what would happen if the Council did not grant an extension.
 



Mr. Jeppson stated Mr. Bennett would have to start the process over again by applying for another
CUP.
 
Councilmember Miles asked if the documents Mr. Bennett submitted today would be able to be
resubmitted.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated it was hard to determine as the plans were not reviewed. Mr. Jeppson stated it
would also depend on whether the building codes remained unchanged.
 
Mayor Anderson asked if it was easier to start the process over or grant another extension.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated restarting the process would require the same time frame, property owner
notifications, postings and publications. Mr. Jeppson stated there was no comment made at the
public hearing tonight, which was much different than the hearing in December, 2014 when multiple
property owners opposed the extension. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked if it cost money to extend the CUP.
 
Mr. Jeppson stated it did not as the City already spent money on publishing.
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to APPROVE an extension of the conditional use permit.
Councilmember Yocum SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-1 with Vice-Mayor
Young voting NAY.

d. Pavement management study
The Street Department would like approval to hire The Barnhardt Group, a pavement management
consultant, to conduct a pavement management study. Asphalt treated roads within the City Limits
will be inspected and rated with a PCI (pavement condition index) and the quantity center line miles
of asphalt will be established. This information will be used with a software program to outline which
roads need maintenance work, the appropriate treatment, and estimated cost. Staff recommends
approval.

Streets Superintendent Jack Plaunty displayed slides, which are included at the end of this report.
Slide one was an introductory slide. On slide two Mr. Plaunty reviewed the information and stated
the program could extend the life of pavement at the most cost effective price. On slide three Mr.
Plaunty stated the City's pavement inventory was outdated. Mr. Plaunty reviewed slide four. On slide
five Mr. Plaunty stated most chip seal labor was completed with City personnel, though some labor
was contracted out during 2015 due to City staffing shortages. On slide six Mr. Plaunty stated the
first part of the illustration showed the declining pavement condition. Mr. Plaunty stated the second
large curve tracked major rehabilitation work and the smaller curve was preventative maintenance.
Mr. Plaunty stated low cost repair was eventually not feasible due to the age of the asphalt, but the
goal was to extend that date. On slide seven Mr. Plaunty stated the condition of the asphalt dictated
the repair options on the decision tree. Mr. Plaunty stated the average cost for crack repair was less
than $1.00, though it was very labor intensive, while chip seal cost $1.50 per square yard and
overlays $30 or more per square yard. On slide eight Mr. Plaunty stated well maintained roads
improved the appearance of the community as well as prevented hidden costs such as damage
caused by potholes and shoulder blowouts. On slide nine Mr. Plaunty stated the analysis step would
consist of data collection on every road in the City. Mr. Plaunty stated the survey results would allow
a PCI between 1 and 100 to be assigned to each road. Mr. Plaunty stated the goal was to have the
highest realistic PCI. Mr. Plaunty stated the information would then be used to select an appropriate
treatment and the lower the PCI number the higher the cost of treatment. Mr. Plaunty stated the next
issue was funding and the system could help the City budget for different repair scenarios for all
roads in the City limits. Mr. Plaunty stated the maintenance portion of the graphic referred to the
actual work to be completed and the information gathered would tell Staff what work needed to be
done and what could be completed in a year. Mr. Plaunty stated the feedback process involved
taking all the gathered information and putting it back into the database to create the inventory. Mr.
Plaunty stated the cycle would repeat with the new information and generate new recommendations
based on that information. On slide 10 Mr. Plaunty stated the goal of preservation was to restore
serviceability and prevent aging. Mr. Plaunty reviewed slide 11. On slide 12 Mr. Plaunty stated the



commitment portion of the process would require multiple departments. Mr. Plaunty stated the
information would need to be updated every year. Mr. Plaunty stated the initial inventory would
encompass every street in the City limits, however, once it was established one-third of the City
would be completed each year. Mr. Plaunty stated training would be vital to the success of the
program as well as funding. Mr. Plaunty stated the City spent $90,000 per day on chip seal material
alone during the 2015 project. Mr. Plaunty stated the City may never be able to reduce funding
needs, but the road conditions would improve. Slide 13 was a conclusion slide.  
 
Councilmember Abram asked for the overall funding impact.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated there was a yearly software fee of $1,500 per year, though the first year was
included in the initial startup costs. Mr. Plaunty stated the City could integrate the system into the
sign inventory program, which would cost $3,000 per year. Mr. Plaunty stated the overall estimate of
the project was $30,000 to $50,000 per year, but it was hard to estimate because the City did not
have a current inventory and that was the bulk of the expense.
 
Councilmember Abram asked if there were any examples of how much the program saved other
communities.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated there was a list of communities, home owners' associations (HOA) and
reservations that Staff could call and ask questions. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if the inventory took traffic into consideration. 
 
Mr. Plaunty stated there was an algorithm that could be applied to the models to account for traffic.
Mr. Plaunty stated the goal was to maintain a high PCI for all roads and there were indirect problems
caused by roads in poor conditions even if the roads did not receive a lot of traffic. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked about the 10 year management plan outlined in the supporting material.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated the system would create management plans and models based on the City's goals
and PCI. Mr. Plaunty stated the City's PCI would most likely be low due to the lack of information
and maintenance. Mr. Plaunty stated ample training was also included.
 
Vice-Mayor Young asked what the price included.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated it included the software, data collection and input, follow up presentation, and
training.
 
Councilmember Miles asked why the City was receiving a 50% discount on the system.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated he received notification of the discount from the company and the City was one
of three agencies to receive the discount. Mr. Plaunty stated the inventory and management system
was a project the department intended to eventually complete and the excellent opportunity came
about with the discounted price. 
 
Councilmember Dean asked how Mr. Plaunty knew it was a discounted price if he did not have
prices from other companies.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated Assistant Engineer Frank Marbury helped him verify it was a good price through
his contacts at a pavement management association.
 
Councilmember Dean asked how Mr. Plaunty knew the price would not change without having a
completed inventory.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated he back calculated the number of lane miles and rounded up. Mr. Plaunty stated
the City would not be charged the full amount if the number of miles was under the estimate.  
 
Councilmember Miles asked if bids were required.



 
Mr. Plaunty stated professional services did not require bids.
 
Mayor Anderson stated 2006 was the last time the City spent a lot of money on roads and
maintenance was not performed until 2015. Mayor Anderson stated many new roads were created
due to increased construction. Mayor Anderson stated road conditions were the next priority after
police and fire services and he recognized that the Streets Department had not spent a lot of highway
user revenue funds (HURF) this year. Mayor Anderson stated the City needed the inventory and
management system, which would not include dirt roads.
 
Mr. Plaunty stated it was correct that the system only addressed pavement and not grading or
drainage. Mr. Plaunty stated the department was working towards including those areas as the
requirements for these issues were increasing and would continue to do so as the City expanded.
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE the contract with The Barnhardt Group to
conduct a pavement management study. Councilmember Yocum SECONDED and it was
APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.

8. REPORTS

Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons

Vice-Mayor Young stated it was time to reassign liaison positions.
 
Mayor Anderson directed Staff to create an item on the next agenda to reassign liaison positions.

9. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER

Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests for agenda
items for future meetings.

Mr. Doughtery asked if Council wanted Staff to look into Mr. Longoria's suggestion. 
 
Mayor Anderson said yes.
 
Councilmember Miles stated the Council should consider implementing some norms and protocols.
Councilmember Miles stated she and Mr. Cooper were researching the topic and it would hopefully be an
agenda item in the near future.
 
Mayor Anderson stated he would attend the rural transportation meeting next week.

10. EXECUTIVE SESSION

a. Executive Session
Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4), the City Attorney requests the Council enter executive session to
discuss a Notice of Claim filed by the Central Christian Church regrading the City's denial of a CUP.

Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to ENTER Executive Session. Vice-Mayor Young
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.
 
The Council entered Executive Session at 7:27 P.M. The Council returned from Executive Session at
8:23 P.M.
 
Mayor Anderson directed Staff to discuss an equitable solution with the applicant.
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to ADJOURN. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it
was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0.
 
ADJOURNMENT - 8:24 P.M.

ADJOURNMENT



 ATTEST:

 ___________________________
Sydney Muhle
City Clerk

APPROVED: 

_____________________________
Richard Anderson
Mayor

STATE OF ARIZONA)
COUNTY OF MOHAVE)ss:
CITY OF KINGMAN)

CERTIFICATE OF COUNCIL MINUTES
I, Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk and Recording Secretary of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby certify that the
foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Common Council of
the City of Kingman held on January 5, 2016.

Dated this 19th day of January, 2016 .

____________________________________
Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk and Recording Secretary































CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Gary Jeppson
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Consideration of appointing Jan Davis to the Tourism Development Commission
(TDC) 

 

SUMMARY:
The Tourism Development Commission has a vacancy with the expiration of the term of Commissioner Jim
Baker. The Tourism Development Commission met on January 7, 2016 and recommended Jan Davis be
appointed to a term from January 1, 2016 to December 31, 2018.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the appointment of Jan Davis

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Jan Davis Application

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Development Services Jeppson, Gary Approved 1/7/2016 - 10:10 AM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/8/2016 - 4:51 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/12/2016 - 2:21 PM



_________

Resident Located in -

Kingman City Limits

Mohave County

ength of Residency
- Are you a registered voter?

_____ _____

asked, I would be willing to serve on another board or Commission.

_____ _____

ist other boards or commissions interested in:

List your educational background. P/.// 5 C Al) ,3 j;E(;;e

Please state your occupational background as it relates to the board or commission you are applying for
gimthig with your current occupation and employer.
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BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS APPLICATION
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stimated hours per month you can devote to this group:______________________________________

ame jJ\j.i iA V’ Home Phone #

__________________

ddress i5 I4flOP fr\;fq!k), 4z

_____________

ipCode (cC(

mail

________

Alternative Phone # ‘iQ -.

Yes / No_____

Yes_____ No /



5. Describe why you are interested in serving in this position. N t ,&) /11j 77/p
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6. If you are appointed to any of the boards or commissions you have listed interest in, please list
potential conflicts of interest. Explain: J\J 0 f\i E- il-f T 1 f\Jf J

Appointment to this board, commission or advisory committee will require your consistent attendance at
regularly scheduled meetings. Please note the times below for each Board or Commission. All meetings
are held at the Council Chambers, 310 N. 4th Street, Kingman,

Board of Adjustment As Needed
Building Board of Appeals As Needed

Business License Review Board As Needed
Clean City Commission 3rd Thursday/Monthly @ 5:00PM
Economic Development Marketing
Commission 2°’ Wednesday/Monthly @ 7:30 AM
Golf Course Advisory Committee 3rd Wednesday/odd months @ 4:30PM
Historical Preservation Commission 4tI Tuesday/odd months @ 5:30PM
Industrial Development Board As Needed
Local Public Safety Personnel Retirement
Board As Needed
Municipal Property Corporation As Needed
Municipal Utilities Commission 4th Thursday[Mouthly @ 5:30 PM
Parks & Recreation Commission 3rd Wednesday/odd months 6:00PM
Personnel Board As Needed
Planning & Zoning Commission 2nd Tuesday/Monthly @ 6:00PM
Tourism Development Commission 1st Thursday/Monthly @ 7:30AM
Transit Advisory Commission 2 Tuesday/1t month of Quarter @10:00

This application is subject to the Arizona Open Records law and should not be considered confidential.

Siguature of Applicant

__________________________________Date

i//
Please return this application to:
City of Kingman
City Clerk’s Office
310 North Fourth Street
Kingman, AZ 86401

For further information, please call: City Clerk’s office at (928) 753-5561.

Thank youfor taking the time to fill out this application. Volunteers play a vital role in the City of
Kingman government. We appreciate your interest.

Fax (928) 753-6867

Page2of2
Revised June 27, 2012



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

John Dougherty, City Manager
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Consideration of appointing Economic Development and Marketing Commission
(EDMC) members 

 

SUMMARY:
The EDMC has two vacant terms that expire December, 2017. On January 13, 2016 the EDMC voted 5-0 to
recommend appointing Alasandra Reynolds and Burt Dubin to fill the two vacant terms.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
EDMC Applications

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 12:39 PM











CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Discussion and appointment of Council Liaisons to City of Kingman Boards and
Commissions 

 

SUMMARY:
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Appoint 2016 Council Liaisons to City of Kingman Boards and Commissions.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Council Board Liaisons

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 5:19 PM



BOARD/COMMISSION MEETING DATE & TIME 2015 2016
Board of Adjustment meets as called Miles
Building Board of Appeals meets as called Carver
Business License Review Board meets as called Wimpee
Clean City Commission 3rd Thursday, 5 p.m. Yocum
Economic Development Marketing Commission 2nd Wednesday, 7:30 a.m. Young
Golf Course Advisory Commission 3rd Wednesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 4:30 p.m. Carver
Historic District Design Review meets as called Miles
Historic Preservation 4th Tuesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 5:30 p.m. Wimpee
Industrial Development Board meets as called Abram
Kingman Airport Authority 3rd Thursday, 5 p.m. Anderson
Local Public Safety Retirement Board meets as called Anderson
Municipal Property Corporation meets as called Yocum
Municipal Utilities Commission 4th Thursday, 5:30 p.m. (3rd Thursday in Nov & Dec, 6 p.m.) Miles
Parks & Recreation Commission 3rd Wednesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 6 p.m. Yocum
Planning & Zoning Commission 2nd Tuesday, 6 p.m. Abram
Tourism Development (TDC) 1st Thursday, 7:30 a.m. Carver
Transit Advisory Commission 3rd Wednesday, Jan, Apr, Jul, Oct, 10 a.m. Young
WACOG Advisory Committee Quarterly Wimpee
WACOG Executive Committee Quarterly Anderson
Youth Advisory Commission 1st Thursday, 6:00 p.m. Abram

CITY COUNCIL REPRESENTATION ON BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Discussion and appointment of Council Liaison for the Western Arizona Council
of Governments (WACOG) Executive Committee 

 

SUMMARY:
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Appoint 2016 WACOG liaisons.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Council Board Liaisons

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 5:17 PM



BOARD/COMMISSION MEETING DATE & TIME 2015 2016
Board of Adjustment meets as called Miles
Building Board of Appeals meets as called Carver
Business License Review Board meets as called Wimpee
Clean City Commission 3rd Thursday, 5 p.m. Yocum
Economic Development Marketing Commission 2nd Wednesday, 7:30 a.m. Young
Golf Course Advisory Commission 3rd Wednesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 4:30 p.m. Carver
Historic District Design Review meets as called Miles
Historic Preservation 4th Tuesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 5:30 p.m. Wimpee
Industrial Development Board meets as called Abram
Kingman Airport Authority 3rd Thursday, 5 p.m. Anderson
Local Public Safety Retirement Board meets as called Anderson
Municipal Property Corporation meets as called Yocum
Municipal Utilities Commission 4th Thursday, 5:30 p.m. (3rd Thursday in Nov & Dec, 6 p.m.) Miles
Parks & Recreation Commission 3rd Wednesday, Feb, May, Aug, Nov, 6 p.m. Yocum
Planning & Zoning Commission 2nd Tuesday, 6 p.m. Abram
Tourism Development (TDC) 1st Thursday, 7:30 a.m. Carver
Transit Advisory Commission 3rd Wednesday, Jan, Apr, Jul, Oct, 10 a.m. Young
WACOG Advisory Committee Quarterly Wimpee
WACOG Executive Committee Quarterly Anderson
Youth Advisory Commission 1st Thursday, 6:00 p.m. Abram

CITY COUNCIL REPRESENTATION ON BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Jake Rhoades, Fire Chief
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Promotion badge pinning/employee introduction 
 

SUMMARY:
The fire department has promoted and / or hired numerous positions in the last couple of months.  The
promotional and hiring processes are complete and the official badge pinning and introduction of fire
department employees to city council and the community.
 
The fire department would like to conduct badge pinning for the following ranks:
 
Oscar Lopez               Fire Prevention Specialist                11/9/2015
Justin Garcia               Firefighter                                          7/29/2015
Brett Wildebaur           Firefighter                                        10/19/2015
Cody Wood                 Firefighter                                         10/19/2015
Robert Cole                 Firefighter                                         1/5/2016
Chris Chavez               Firefighter                                        12/26/2015
Chris Angermuller        Battalion Chief – Training                1/4/2016
Len Dejoria                  Battalion Chief – Prevention            10/12/2015
Andrew Rucker            Battalion Chief – Operations            10/5/2015
Dan Winder                  Battalion Chief - EMS                      10/19/2015
Chris Simpson              Captain                                            12/27/2015
Joey Meins                    Captain                                            12/27/2015
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact as all positions are within the departments allotted FTE.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
The staff recommends approval.

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Fire Department Rhoades, Jake Approved 1/4/2016 - 12:04 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/4/2016 - 2:22 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/4/2016 - 1:06 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Lee Hocking, Assistant City Attorney
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Consideration of Ordinance 1810R: permitting substitution of livestock allowances
on properly zoned properties and clarifying pig and bird allowances 

 

SUMMARY:
Section 3-22 of the Kingman Code of Ordinances has been modified to permit livestock substitutions on
properly zoned properties.  The language has additionally been clarified to improve uniformity throughout the
Ordinance. The language has further been clarified to resolve ambiguities with regards to birds which has
caused enforcement difficulties in the past for the Kingman Police Department.  It is anticipated that the
clarification will reduce or eliminate these difficulties. This revised ordinance corrects the language from the last
Council meeting that banned "chickens" in the City limits.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Ordinance No. 1810R

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 1:29 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 1:30 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:54 PM



 

 

CITY OF KINGMAN 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 1810R 

 

AN ORDINANCE BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA, AMENDING CHAPTER 3 OF THE CITY 

OF KINGMAN CODE OF ORDINANCES BY PERMITTING 

SUBSTITUTION OF LIVESTOCK ALLOWANCES ON PROPERLY 

ZONED PROPERTIES, AND BY CLARIFYING PIG AND BIRD 

ALLOWANCES 

 

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Common Council has determined that the public health, safety, and welfare will be 

promoted by modifying the following provision to the City of Kingman Code of Ordinances; 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona as 

follows: 

 

SECTION 1 Chapter 3, Article II, Section 3-22 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Kingman, is created by adding 

text to read as follows: 

 

 Sec. 3-22 Number of pets per residence. 

 

(a) On residential lots under forty thousand (40,000) square feet, the number of dogs over the age of four  

(4) months shall be limited to three (3) per residence.  The number of cats over the age of four (4) months 

shall be limited to three (3) per residence.  The total number of dogs, cats, and pot-bellied pigs, OR ANY 

COMBINATION THEREOF, over the age of four (4) months shall not exceed three (3) per residence. 

 

(b) On residential lots of forty thousand (40,000) square feet or greater, the number of dogs over the age of 

four (4) months shall be limited to four (4) per residence.  The number of cats over the age of four (4) 

months shall be limited to four (4) per residence.  The total number of dogs, cats and potbellied pigs, OR 

ANY COMBINATION THEREOF, over the age of four (4) months shall not exceed four (4) per 

residence. 

 

(c) One (1) pot-bellied pig OVER THE AGE OF FOUR (4) MONTHS may be allowed on a residential 

lot OF at least five thousand (5,000) square feet.  One (1) additional pot-bellied pig OVER THE AGE OF 

FOUR (4) MONTHS may be allowed for each additional five thousand (5,000) square feet of lot area, not 

to exceed UP TO A LIMIT OF three (3) pot-bellied pigs OVER THE AGE OF FOUR (4) MONTHS. 

 

(d) On residential lots under forty thousand (40,000) square feet, the number of birds shall not exceed 

twelve (12); poultry are prohibited.  THE FOLLOWING BIRDS ARE PROHIBITED ON 

RESIDENTIAL LOTS UNDER FORTY THOUSAND (40,000) SQUARE FEET REGARDLESS OF 

WHETHER THEY ARE BEING KEPT FOR MEAT, EGGS AND/OR AS PETS: ALL MEMBERS 

OF THE ORDER GALLIFORMES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO CHICKENS, 

PHEASANTS AND TURKEYS; ALL MEMBERS OF THE ORDER ANSERIFORMES, 

INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO DUCKS, SWANS AND GEESE; ALL MEMBERS OF THE 

ORDER CASUARIIFORMES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO EMUS; AND, ALL 

MEMBERS OF THE ORDER STRUTHIONIFORMES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO 

OSTRICHES.  On residential property LOTS forty thousand (40,000) square feet or greater, the number of 

birds or fowl shall not exceed thirty-six (36).   

 

(e) On residential lots forty thousand (40,000) square feet or greater there may be one (1) horse permitted 

per every twenty thousand (20,000) square feet of lot area. 

 

(f) On residential lots forty thousand (40,000) square feet or greater there may be one (1) cow, goat or other 

hoofed animal, other than a horse, GOAT, SHEEP or pot-bellied pig, for each forty thousand (40,000) 

square feet of lot area up to a maximum of four (4) such animals. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

(G) ON RESIDENTIAL LOTS FORTY THOUSAND (40,000) SQUARE FEET OR GREATER, 

TWO (2) GOATS OR SHEEP, OR ANY COMBINATION THEREOF, MAY BE SUBSTITUTED 

FOR ONE (1) HORSE UP TO A LIMIT OF FOUR (4) GOATS OR SHEEP, OR ANY 

COMBINATION THEREOF, FOR EVERY FORTY THOUSAND (40,000) SQUARE FEET OF 

LOT AREA. 

 

SECTION 2 Penalties for violation of Chapter shall be in accordance with Section 1-8 of the Code of Ordinances 

for the City of Kingman. 

 

SECTION 3 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance is for any reason held to 

be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect 

the validity of the remaining portions thereof. 

 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona, on the _______ 

day of _______________, 2016. 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 

 

________________________________   ____________________________ 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk     Richard Anderson, Mayor 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

________________________________ 

Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Leonard DeJoria
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Letter of appointment 
 

SUMMARY:
This is a Letter of Appointment from the Office of the State Fire Marshal for your review and
approval. With approval, the designee from the Kingman Fire Department will be authorized by the
State of Arizona to inspect state owned, leased, or otherwise occupied buildings for fire code
compliance.  This is a conversion from the current Memorandum of Understanding to a Letter of
Appointment from the Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety, Arizona State Fire Marshal's
Office.  The LOA appoints one  (1) person, who meets the standards required  by the A.R.S.
Statute 41-2162 (A) (2), to act as Assistant Fire Marshal for the State Fire Marshal's Office.  This
appointment will be for Battalion Chief - Prevention Len DeJoria who will perform the duties
delegated by the OSFM.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact to this Letter of Appointment. 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Council approves the Letter of Appointment for Battalion Chief - Prevention Len Dejoria.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Letter of Appointment

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Fire Department Rhoades, Jake Approved 12/30/2015 - 6:11 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 12/31/2015 - 12:08 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 12/30/2015 - 7:01 PM















CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Engineering Services
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Consideration of grant of public utility easement 
 

SUMMARY:
John and Vonda Neal have requested a sewer extension to their property located at 7 Palo Christi Road.  Since
a portion of of the proposed sewer main will be located within a private street, a public utility easement is
required to allow for City maintenance of the main.  The owners of the private street have executed the
attached grant of public utility easement.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Mayor be authroized to sign the Easement Agreement on behalf of the City of
Kingman.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Easement Agreement
ARS 12-1134 Waiver

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Engineering Henry, Greg Approved 1/4/2016 - 1:07 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/4/2016 - 2:21 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/4/2016 - 1:13 PM

































CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Tina D. Moline, Financial Services Director
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Resolution 4988: authorization for banking activities 
 

SUMMARY:
Resolution No. 4988 removes Diane Richards, Budget Analyst, as an authorized person to make wire transfers
between the City's bank accounts.  It removes the authorization for any person to make telephonic transfers
between the City's bank accounts.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends Council adopt Resolution No. 4988 which provides a specific authorization relating to the
City's banking activities.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution No. 4988

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Finance Moline, Tina Approved 1/4/2016 - 2:59 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/4/2016 - 3:39 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/4/2016 - 4:01 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA 

 

RESOLUTION NO.  4988 

 

 

 A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA; RELATING TO THE CITY’S BANKING 

ACTIVITIES BY AUTHORIZING SIGNATORIES FOR THE CITY’S BANK 

ACCOUNTS, AND AUTHORIZING PERSONS TO MAKE WIRE TRANSFERS 

BETWEEN ACCOUNTS; AUTHORIZING PERSONS TO HOLD CITY 

PURCHASING CARDS; AND DELETING RESOLUTION NO. 4957. 

 

 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 

 

 

1. that Resolution No. 4957 is hereby superseded in its entirety; 

 

 

2. a) that Tina Moline, Director of Financial Services; and John Dougherty, City 

Manager; are hereby appointed as signatories of the City of Kingman’s bank 

accounts; and 

 

 

b) that the signatories of both will be required on all checks written on the 

City of Kingman’s bank accounts; and  

 

 

3. that Tina Moline, Director of Financial Services, and Wendy Sherer, Finance 

Administrator, are hereby authorized to make wire transfers between the 

City’s accounts; and 

 

 

4. that the following positions are hereby authorized to hold City purchasing 

cards: Mayor or Vice-Mayor; City Manager; Budget Analyst; Finance 

Administrator(s); Director of Financial Services; Public Works Director and 

designees; City Clerk and designees; Human Resources Director and 

designees; Magistrate and designees; City Attorney and designees; 

Information Technology Director and designees; Parks & Recreation Director 

and designees; City Engineer and designees; Fire Chief and designees; Police 

Chief and designees; and Development Services Director and designees. 

 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, 

Arizona on January 19, 2016. 

 

 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 

 

 

 

___________________________________  ______________________________ 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk    Richard Anderson, Mayor 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Carl Cooper, City Attorney  



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Jeffrey Singer, City Magistrate
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Replace Court fax machine 
 

SUMMARY:
The Court's fax machine is 10 years old and needs to be replaced.  We have been advised that it is beyond
repair due to age and degradation.  The Court would like to purchase a Xerox MFC3325 from Copier Source. 
We have a service agreement with them on our current copier and would like to continue business with them. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact - Requesting to have Court Enhancement Money approved for the purchase.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Recommends approval

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Copier Source Quote

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Municipal Court Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 12:39 PM











CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Robert J. DeVries, Chief of Police
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Electronic Crimes Task Force award 
 

SUMMARY:
On January 17, 2012 the Kingman Police Department entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
with the United States Secret Service Phoenix Field Office. The MOU allowed for participation in the
Electronics Crime Task Force to address the increasing trend of cyber crime plaguing our communities.
 
As a member of the Electronics Crime Task Force, the department has been awarded $1,000.00 for training.
The funding will partially cover costs associated with Smartphone Forensics training and certification.
Remaining costs for the training and certification will be covered by the department training line item budget.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None, matching funds are not required
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends accepting the award and authorizing the Kingman Police Department to expend the funds
ion accordance to the award stipulation.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Electronic mail notification of award

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Police Department DeVries, Robert Approved 1/7/2016 - 1:52 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/8/2016 - 4:52 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/12/2016 - 2:33 PM







CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Rich Ruggles, Development Services
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Proposed Resolution 4990: approving the final subdivision plat and improvement
plans for Southern Circle, Tract 1968 

 

SUMMARY:
A request from Fripps Mohave Land, LLC, property owner and subdivider, and Raymond W. Stadler., P.E.,
project engineer, for the approval of a final subdivision plat and improvement plans for Southern Circle, Tract
1968.  The subject property is zoned R-2: Residential, Multiple Family, Low Density and is located along the
north side of Southern Avenue east of Harrod Way.  The subdivision is proposed to have six residential lots on
1.21 acres.  The subdivision will include one new public street, Paula Place, which will connect to Southern
Avenue.
The final plat, final drainage report, improvement plans, retaining wall analysis and design, and engineer’s
opinion of probable cost have been reviewed by the City Engineer, Development Services Department, and
other concerned agencies and was found to be in compliance with the Subdivision Ordinance and other
applicable regulations.  The final plat is also in accordance with the requirements of Resolution No. 4886 which
approved the preliminary plat for Southern Circle, Tract 1968 on April 1, 2014. 
The subdivider is proposing to construct the required subdivision improvements prior to recording the final
plat; therefore, an assurance agreement is not being offered.  Once all of the improvements are completed and
accepted by the Council, the final plat will be recorded.  An 18-month time frame is proposed for the
completion of the improvements.   
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None expected.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Resolution No. 4990.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution No. 4990
Final Plat Map

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Development Services Jeppson, Gary Approved 1/8/2016 - 10:11 AM



City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/8/2016 - 4:53 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 12:57 PM



Resolution No. 4990 
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WHEN RECORDED HOLD FOR 
KINGMAN CITY CLERK 
310 N. 4

th
 Street 

Kingman, Arizona 86401 
 

 
 
 
 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN 

RESOLUTION NO. 4990 

 
A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

KINGMAN, ARIZONA: APPROVING THE FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT, 

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR SOUTHERN CIRCLE, TRACT 1968. 
 

WHEREAS, Fripps Mohave Land, LLC, property owner and subdivider, and Raymond W. Stadler, 
P.E., project engineer, have requested the approval of a final plat and improvement plans of a 
residential subdivision, known as Southern Circle, Tract 1968, and  
 

WHEREAS, the subject property is described as a subdivision of Lot 16, Block B, Kingman Park 
Estates, Tract 1078, Recorded July 7, 1969 at Fee No. 63630 Records of Mohave County, Situate 
Within Section 17, T.21N., R.16W., of the G. & S.R.M., Mohave County, Arizona, as shown in the 
attached Exhibit “A”, and  

 

WHEREAS, said proposed subdivision is 1.21 acres with six lots and a new street, and  

 

WHEREAS, a preliminary plat and preliminary drainage report for Southern Circle, Tract 1968 was 
approved by the Kingman Common Council under Resolution No. 4886 on April 1, 2014, and 
 

WHEREAS, the proposed final plat, final drainage report, improvement plans, and engineer’s 
opinion of probable cost was prepared by Raymond W. Stadler, an engineer licensed in the State of 
Arizona, and was submitted for Southern Circle, Tract 1968, and is in accordance with the approved 
preliminary plat, and 

 

WHEREAS, as part of this subdivision, certain offers of dedication to the public are made for 
transportation, utilities, and drainage, and are so defined and labeled on said plat, and 

 

WHEREAS, the proposed final plat, drainage report, improvement plans, retaining wall analysis and 
design, and engineer’s opinion of probable cost has been reviewed by the City Engineer, City 
Development Services Department and other concerned agencies, and were found to be generally  
in compliance with the City of Kingman Subdivision Ordinance, and other applicable regulations, and 

 

WHEREAS, the subdivider intends to construct the required subdivision improvements including 
grading, public street improvements, and public utility improvements prior to recording of the final 
plat as is permitted by Section 3.3(a) of the Subdivision Ordinance of the City of Kingman, Arizona.  



Resolution No. 4990 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, 
Arizona:  
 

1. That the proposed final plat, final drainage report, improvement plans, and retaining wall 
analysis and design for Southern Circle, Tract 1968, described as a subdivision of Lot 16, 
Block B, Kingman Park Estates, Tract 1078, Recorded July 7, 1969 at Fee No. 63630 
Records of Mohave County, Situate Within Section 17, T.21N., R.16W., of the G. & S.R.M., 
Mohave County, Arizona, as shown in the attached Exhibit “A”, is hereby approved, and 

 
2. That the required subdivision improvements including grading, public street improvements, 

and public utility improvements associated with said plat shall be completed per the 
approved plans by August 1, 2018, and 
 

3. That upon satisfaction of the City Engineer that the required improvements have been 
completed in accordance with the approved plans, the improvements shall be scheduled for 
acceptance into the City maintenance system by the Common Council and the final plat shall 
then be recorded.     

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona this 
19th day of January, 2016. 
 

ATTEST:      APPROVED: 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk    Richard Anderson, Mayor 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 

 

 





CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

City Clerk's Office
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Proposed Resolution 4991: declaring the City's intent to collect paybacks for a
sewerline extension in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue (ENG14-068) 

 

SUMMARY:
The Engineering Department finalized a sewer payback calculation sheet for an extension of approximately 548
linear feet of eight-inch PVC SDR sewer line extension in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue. The City intends
to collect paybacks on these sewer lines in accordance with the Municipal Utility Regulations.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends adopting Resolution 4991 and authorizing the City Manager to sign the agreement with the
installer, Gerald and Rosalba Homer.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 4991
Sewerline payback agreement S-260

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/11/2016 - 3:40 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/12/2016 - 3:53 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 1:02 PM



When Recorded return to: 
Kingman City Clerk 
310 N. 4

th
 Street 

Kingman, AZ  86401 

Sewerline Payback 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA 
RESOLUTION NO. 4991 

 
A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KINGMAN, ARIZONA; APPROVING A PAYBACK AGREEMENT WITH GERALD & 
ROSALBA HOMER FOR APPROXIMATELY 548 LINEAR FEET OF 8-INCH PVC SDR 
35 SEWER LINE EXTENSION WITH TWO (2) MANHOLE COVERS IN CYPRESS 
STREET AND AIRFIELD AVENUE  
 
WHEREAS, Article IX, Section 9.1 of the Municipal Utilities Regulations allows the City 
to establish and collect paybacks for water and/or sewer projects constructed private 
developers, and; 
 
WHEREAS, Gerald & Rosalba Homer did install approximately 548 linear feet of 8-inch 
PVC SDR 35 sewer line extension with two (2) manhole covers in Cypress Street and 
Airfield Avenue at a cost of $29, 473.60 which includes both design and construction 
costs, and; 
 
WHEREAS, the total front footage of properties which benefit from the approximately 
548 linear feet of 8-inch PVC SDR 35 sewer line extension with two (2) manhole covers 
in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue is determined to be 908.25 linear feet, and; 
 
WHEREAS, this payback is hereby calculated on the cost per linear foot basis of $29, 
473.60 divided by 908.25 linear feet which equates to a cost of $32.4510 per linear foot, 
and; 
 
WHEREAS, information on the properties affected by this payback, a map showing the 
payback limits and calculations of the payback amounts based upon a cost per linear 
foot basis are attached as Exhibit “A,” and; 
 
WHEREAS, the monies collected from this payback will be returned to Gerald & Rosalba 
Homer 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Mayor and Common Council of the 
City of Kingman hereby declares: 
 

1. The payback for the approximately 548 linear feet of 8-inch PVC SDR 35 sewer 
line extension with two (2) manhole covers in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue 
is established as per linear foot basis of $32.4510 per linear foot. A list of the 
properties affected is attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” 

 
2. The City shall collect the amounts due in accordance with the Municipal Utility 

Regulations and return the money to Gerald & Rosalba Homer. 
 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, 
Arizona, this 19th day of January, 2016. 
 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED: 
 
________________________   _____________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk     Richard Anderson, Mayor 
 

 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



EXHIBIT “A” 
 
 

           L.F.   Cost per 

APN   Block  Lot  Subdivision   Frontage  L.F.   Total Payback 

311-22-030C  K  10A-10B Kingman Park Estates 310.13   $32.4510  $10,064.03 I.P. 
311-04-147  9  21-24  GKA    101.30   $32.4510  $3,287.29 I.P.  
311-04-146  9  19-20  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-145  9  17-18  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-144  9  13-16  GKA    97.76   $32.4510  $3,172.41 
311-04-162  10  37-38  GKA    47.66   $32.4510  $1,546.61 
311-04-154  10  39-40  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-155  10  41-42  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-163  10  43-44  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-164  10  45-46  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-158A  10  47-48  GKA    51.40   $32.4510  $1,667.98 
 
 
           ---------      -------------- 
TOTALS          908.25      $29,473.62  
 
 



 



After Recording, hold for: 
City Clerk 
310 N. 4th St 
Kingman  AZ  86401 
S-260 
 
 
 
 
 SEWER LINE PAYBACK AGREEMENT 

  
S-260 

 
THIS SEWER LINE AGREEMENT, made and entered into on January 19, 2016 by and between the CITY OF 
KINGMAN, a municipal corporation, hereinafter referred to as the CITY; and 
 

Gerald & Rosalba Homer 

 
hereinafter referred to as the INSTALLING PARTY.   
 
WHEREAS, the INSTALLING PARTY has installed, at his sole expense, a sewer line extension which has 
been constructed according to the City of Kingman's Standard Specifications for Public Works Improvements 
and has installed under the supervision of the City Engineer, as follows: 
 
 Approximately 548 linear feet of 8-inch PVC SDR 35 sewer line extension with two (2) manhole covers 
 in Cypress Street and Airfield Avenue. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the installation of said sewer line and of the mutual agreements of 
the parties herein contained, it is agreed as follows:   
 
 1. That the INSTALLING PARTY hereby assigns and transfers to the CITY the above described sewer 

line extension and any and all necessary rights-of-way for said line or any part thereof now owned 
and/or held, or to be owned or to be held by him. 

 
 2. The INSTALLING PARTY shall make available to the CITY all records of costs incurred in connection 

with the construction of said sewer line so that the CITY may accurately determine the original cost of 
said line. 

 
 3. Owners of lots or parcels abutting this sewer line who desire to be connected to the sewer system 

within twenty (20) years from the date of acceptance of the sewer line shall pay to the CITY a 
proportionate share of the original costs, as determined by the Kingman Municipal Utility Regulations, 
in the sum of $32.4510 per linear foot across the frontage (MUR IA18) of the parcel being connected. 

 
 4. The CITY shall collect the amount due in accordance with the Municipal Utility Regulations and return 

same to the INSTALLING PARTY. 
 
 5. That the INSTALLING PARTY, and those connected later, shall comply with, and be subject to all 

rules, regulations, and fee schedules required by the CITY. 
 
 6. The CITY shall, at all times, have the right to connect further sewer line extensions to, and beyond, any 

such above described sewer extension, and serve other property owners without regard to any 
agreement made as provided herein. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have set their hands the day and year first-above written. 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN 
a municipal corporation 

 
 

_________________________ 
John Dougherty, City Manager 

ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk 
 

INSTALLING PARTY 
 
 

____________________ 
Name: Gerald & Rosalba Homer  

Address: 2720 N. Apache Drive 
 Kingman, Arizona 86401   

 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA) 
                )   ss. 
County of Mohave) 
 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this        day of                           , 20  
by                                               .  

  
 __________________________________ 
 Notary Public 
My Commission Expires:      
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           L.F.   Cost per 

APN   Block  Lot  Subdivision   Frontage  L.F.   Total Payback 

311-22-030C  K  10A-10B Kingman Park Estates 310.13   $32.4510  $10,064.03 I.P. 
311-04-147  9  21-24  GKA    101.30   $32.4510  $3,287.29 I.P.  
311-04-146  9  19-20  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-145  9  17-18  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-144  9  13-16  GKA    97.76   $32.4510  $3,172.41 
311-04-162  10  37-38  GKA    47.66   $32.4510  $1,546.61 
311-04-154  10  39-40  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-155  10  41-42  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-163  10  43-44  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-164  10  45-46  GKA    50   $32.4510  $1,622.55 
311-04-158A  10  47-48  GKA    51.40   $32.4510  $1,667.98 
 
 
           ---------      -------------- 
TOTALS          908.25      $29,473.62   
 



 

 
 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

City Clerk's Office
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Proposed Resolution 4992: declaring the City's intent to collect paybacks for a
waterline extension in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street (ENG15-055) 

 

SUMMARY:
The Engineering Department finalized a water payback calculation sheet for an extension of approximately 386
linear feet of six-inch water line extension in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street. The City intends to collect
paybacks on behalf of the installing party on these water lines in accordance with the Municipal Utility
Regulations. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends adopting Resolution 4992 and authorizing the City Manager to sign the agreement with the
installer, Owen & Samantha de Meyer.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution 4992
Waterline payback agreement W-280

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:59 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/14/2016 - 12:11 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:59 PM



When Recorded return to: 
Kingman City Clerk 
310 N. 4

th
 Street 

Kingman, AZ  86401 

Waterline Payback 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA 
RESOLUTION NO. 4992 

 
A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KINGMAN, ARIZONA; APPROVING A PAYBACK AGREEMENT WITH OWEN & 
SAMANTHA DE MEYER FOR APPROXIMATELY 193 LINEAR FEET OF 6-INCH 
WATER LINE EXTENSION IN FLORENCE AVENUE EAST OF LA SALLE STREET 
 
WHEREAS, Article IX, Section 9.1 of the Municipal Utilities Regulations allows the City 
to establish and collect paybacks for water and/or sewer projects constructed private 
developers, and; 
 
WHEREAS, Owen & Samantha de Meyer did install approximately 193 linear feet of 6-
inch water line extension in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street at a cost of 
$13,192.69, which includes both design and construction costs, and; 
 
WHEREAS, the total front footage of properties which benefit from the approximately 
193 linear feet of 6-inch water line extension in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street 
is determined to be 386 linear feet, and; 
 
WHEREAS, this payback is hereby calculated on the cost per linear foot basis of 
$13,192.69, divided by 386 linear feet which equates to a cost of $37.5702 per linear 
foot, and; 
 
WHEREAS, information on the properties affected by this payback, a map showing the 
payback limits and calculations of the payback amounts based upon a cost per linear 
foot basis are attached as Exhibit “A,” and; 
 
WHEREAS, the monies collected from this payback will be returned to Owen & 
Samantha de Meyer 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Mayor and Common Council of the 
City of Kingman hereby declares: 
 

1. The payback for the approximately 193 linear feet of 6-inch water line extension 
in Florence Avenue east of La Salle Street is established as per linear foot basis 
of $37.5702 per linear foot. A list of the properties affected is attached hereto as 
Exhibit “A.” 

 
2. The City shall collect the amounts due in accordance with the Municipal Utility 

Regulations and return the money to Owen & Samantha de Meyer. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, 
Arizona, this 19th day of January, 2016. 
 



 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED: 
 
________________________   _____________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk     Richard Anderson, Mayor 
 

 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



EXHIBIT “A” 
 
 

           L.F.  Cost 
  APN  Block  Lot  Subdivision  Frontage per L.F._ Total Payback 
  311-14-132 134  30-33  GGA   100  $37.5702 $3,757.02 I.P. 
  311-14-133 134  34-38  GGA   93  $37.5702 $3,494.03  
  311-14-181 137  79-83  GGA   18  $37.5702 $676.27 
  311-14-180A 137  77-78  GGA   50  $37.5702 $1,878.51 
  311-14-180B 137  70-76  GGA   125  $37.5702 $4,696.28 
 
 
           --------    --------------- 
  TOTALS        386    $14,502.11 
 
 



 



 

After Recording hold for: 
City Clerk 
310 N. 4th St 
Kingman, AZ 86401 
W-280 
 
 
 
 
 WATER LINE PAYBACK AGREEMENT 

 
W-280 

 
THIS WATER LINE AGREEMENT, made and entered into on January 19, 2016 by and between the 
CITY OF KINGMAN, a municipal corporation, hereinafter referred to as the CITY;  and  
 

Owen & Samantha de Meyer 

 
hereinafter referred to as the INSTALLING PARTY. 
 
WHEREAS, the INSTALLING PARTY has installed, at his sole expense, a water line extension which 
has been constructed according to the City of Kingman's Standard Specifications for Public Works 
Improvements and has installed under the supervision of the City Engineer, as follows: 
 
 Approximately 193 linear feet of 6-inch water line extension in Florence Avenue east 
 of La Salle Street. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the installation of said water line and of the mutual 
agreements of the parties herein contained, it is agreed as follows:   
 
 1. That the INSTALLING PARTY hereby assigns and transfers to the CITY the above described 

water line extension and any and all necessary rights-of-way for said line or any part thereof 
now owned and/or held, or to be owned or to be held by him. 

 
 2. The INSTALLING PARTY shall make available to the CITY all records of costs incurred in 

connection with the construction of said water line so that the CITY may accurately determine 
the original cost of said line. 

 
 3. Owners of lots or parcels abutting this water line who desire to be connected to the water 

system within twenty (20) years from the date of acceptance of the water line shall pay to the 
CITY a proportionate share of the original costs, as determined by the Kingman Municipal Utility 
Regulations, in the sum of $37.5702 per linear foot across the frontage (MUR IA18) of the 
parcel being connected. 

 
 4. The CITY shall collect the amount due in accordance with the Municipal Utility Regulations and 

return same to the INSTALLING PARTY. 
 
 5. That the INSTALLING PARTY, and those connected later, shall comply with, and be subject to 

all rules, regulations, and fee schedules required by the CITY. 
 
 6. The CITY shall, at all times, have the right to connect further water line extensions to, and 

beyond, any such above described water extension, and serve other property owners without 
regard to any agreement made as provided herein. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have set their hands the day and year first-above written. 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN 
a municipal corporation 

 
 

_________________________ 
John Dougherty, City Manager 

ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk 
 

INSTALLING PARTY          
 

_________________________ 
   Name: Owen & Samantha de Meyer 
Address: 1832 Florence Avenue 
  Kingman, AZ 86401 

 
 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA) 
                )   ss. 
County of Mohave) 
 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this          day of                       , 20 
 by                                                        .  

 __________________________________ 
 Notary Public 
My Commission Expires: 
___________________________________



  

         L.F.  Cost 

APN  Block  Lot  Subdivision  Frontage per L.F._ Total Payback 
311-14-132 134  30-33  GGA   100  $37.5702 $3,757.02 I.P. 
311-14-133 134  34-38  GGA   93  $37.5702 $3,494.03  
311-14-181 137  79-83  GGA   18  $37.5702 $676.27 
311-14-180A 137  77-78  GGA   50  $37.5702 $1,878.51 
311-14-180B 137  70-76  GGA   125  $37.5702 $4,696.28 
 
 
         --------    --------------- 
TOTALS        386    $14,502.11 
         
         
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

 
 
 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Brenda Chastain
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Resolution 4989: Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Grant E6F2S 
 

SUMMARY:
ADOT Grant No. E6F2S for $70,527 for the Reconstruction of Taxiway C and Aircraft Parking Apron:  local
match for FAA grant previously approved.
 
Resolution No. 4989 Accepting the grant and authorizing the Airport Authority to act as the lead and
administrative agency of the grant.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None.  The Airport Authority will provide the additional local match of $70,527 for the FAA grant.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Kingman Airport Authority respectfully request the Council accept ADOT Grant No. E6F2S in the amount of
$70,527 and adopt Resolution No. 4989 pertaining to same.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Resolution and Backup Documentation

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 12:37 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN

RESOLUTION NO. 4989

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
KINGMAN, ARIZONA ACCEPTING A GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MULTIMODAL PLANNING DIVISION
AERONAUTICS GROUP TO PROVIDE LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS FOR THE
RECONSTRUCTION OF TAXIWAY C AND AIRCRAFT APRON AT THE KINGMAN
AIRPORT. ADOT GRANT NUMBER E6F2S.

WHEREAS, Kingman Airport Authority, Inc., on behalf of the City of Kingman, has
applied for assistance through the Arizona Department of Transportation Multimodal Planning
Division Aeronautics Group for a grant to provide a portion of the local matching funds for
FAA Grant 3-04-0021-027-0015 to Reconstruct Taxiway C and a portion of the Aircraft Apron;
and,

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Transportation Multimodal Planning Division
Aeronautics Group has offered a grant to the City of Kingman in an amount of Seventy
Thousand Five Hundred Twenty Seven Dollars ($70,527.00) to assist Kingman Airport
Authority, Inc. in providing the required local matching funds toward FAA Grant 3-04-002 1-
027-2015; and,

WHEREAS, the remaining local matching funds for FAA Grant 3-04-0021-027-2015 in
the amount of Seventy Thousand Five Hundred Twenty Seven Dollars ($70,527.00) will be
provided by Kingman Airport Authority, Inc..;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Mayor and Common Council of
the City of Kingman, Arizona, accept the grant offer from the Arizona Department of
Transportation Multimodal Planning Division Aeronautics in the amount of Seventy Thousand
Five Hundred Twenty Seven Dollars ($70,527.00);

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor of the City of Kingman is authorized to
execute the grant documents relating to ADOT Grant Number E6F2S;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Common Council of the City of Kingman will
authorize the Vice Mayor to execute documents relating to ADOT Grant No. E6F2S in the
absence of the Mayor if future action is taken at an official meeting of the Common Council;
and,
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Common Council of the City of Kingman will
authorize Kingman Airport Authority, Inc. to act as the lead and administrative agency on its
behalf in the administration of ADOT Grant Number E6F2S;

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the
City of Kingman, Arizona this 19th day of January 2016.

APPROVED:

Richard Anderson, Mayor

ATTEST:

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Carl Cooper, City Attorney



Grant Number E6F2S
City of Kingman
Kingman Airport

Arizona Department of Transportation
Multimodal Planning Division

Aeronautics Group

Airport Development Reimbursable Grant Agreement

Part I

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into ________________________________, between the STATE OF

ARIZONA, acting by and through its DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, through its Multimodal

Planning Division (the “State”) and the City of Kingman, a political subdivision of the State of Arizona (the

“Sponsor”), for a grant of State funds for the purpose of aiding in financing a Project of Rehab. Parallel Twy C

(75 ft x 3,000 ft) and Rehab. South Apron (17,600 sy) (the “Project”), for the improvement of Kingman Airport

(the “Airport”).

WITNESSETH
Recitals:

1) The Sponsor desires, in accordance with the authority granted by Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) Section 28-84 13,
funds from the State for the purpose of airport planning and/or development.

2) The Arizona State Transportation Board, as approved on November 20, 2015 and the Director of the Arizona
Department of Transportation, in accordance with the authority granted by A.R.S. Sections 28-304, 28-363, and 28-
401 and Title 28, Chapter 25, A.R.S., have authorized reimbursement to the Sponsor of funds expended for airport
planning and/or development.

Now, therefore, in consideration of the foregoing recitals and of the covenants and agreements made by the parties herein
to be kept and performed, the parties agree as follows:

Sponsor’s Responsibility

1) The Sponsor shall accept this Agreement within 4 months of the date of the grant offer cover letter: December 2,
2015. This Grant offer, if not accepted by the Sponsor, shall expire at the end of the 4-month period.

2) The Sponsor shall commence the Project within 6 months of the date the grant was executed by the State. This
Project will consist of the airport improvements as described in Exhibit C. The Sponsor shall proceed with due
diligence and complete the Project in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement. The Sponsor shall provide
and maintain competent supervision to complete the Project in conformance with the plans, specifications and work
completion schedule incorporated as part of this Agreement.
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3) The Sponsor shall submit completed Project Reimbursement and Milestone schedules, which shall be attached hereto,
as Exhibit C, Schedules Two and Three respectively and shall complete the Project within that schedule. Any change
to the schedule shall be submitted in writing and be approved by the State. A time extension beyond the State’s
obligation to provide funds herein must be reflected by formal Amendment to this Agreement.

4) The Sponsor shall comply with the Sponsor Assurances and abide by and enforce the General Provisions and Specific
Provisions incorporated herein as Exhibits A, B and C respectively.

Obligations

1) The minimum funding participation from the Sponsor shall be four and forty seven one hundredths of one per cent as
determined by the State.

2) The maximum reimbursement available from the State to the Sponsor for this Agreement shall be seventy thousand
five hundred twenty six dollars.

3) Except as otherwise provided herein, the State’s obligation to provide funds hereunder expires upon completion of the
efforts required herein or November 20, 2019, whichever is earlier.

4) The State may, after agreeing to provide said funds to the Sponsor, withdraw/terminate the grant if the Project has not
been initiated as evidenced by a Notice to Proceed within 6 months of the date the grant was executed by the State or
has not progressed as scheduled over a period of 12 months. If it becomes necessary to terminate a grant at any time,
the State will reimburse expenses of the Sponsor, approved by the State, up to the time of notification of cancellation.

5) Sponsor acknowledges that in the event of a late payment or reimbursement by the State, the State shall have no
obligation to pay a late payment fee or interest and shall not otherwise be penalized.

6) In the case where funds are no longer available or have been withdrawn or not appropriated, or the Project is no
longer in the State’s best interest, the State shall have the right of termination at its sole option. The State shall not
reimburse any costs incurred after receipt of the notice of termination. The Governor pursuant to A.R.S. Section 38-
511 hereby puts all parties on notice that this Agreement is subject to cancellation.

Preliminary Work Provision

Any preliminary work, for which costs for this Project were incurred after July 1, 2015 shall be considered eligible for
reimbursement provided that said costs are directly related to the Project on which this Agreement is written. The State
shall review related records and determine eligibility at its sole discretion.
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Part II

The Sponsor shall approve and attach to this agreement a resolution by its governing body that certifies as follows:

1) The Sponsor has the legal power and authority:

a) to do all things necessary, in order to undertake and carry out the Project;

b) to accept, receive and disburse grant funds from the State in aid of the Project.

2) The Sponsor now has on deposit, or is in a position to secure *****$7o,527.oo***** dollars

($ 70,527.00 ), or an equivalent amount represented by Sponsor’s proposed labor and equipment costs, for use in

defraying Sponsor’s share of the costs of the Project. The present status of these funds is as follows:

Kingman Airport Authority, Inc. designated grant account — Mission Bank
(Enter local funding type and location)

Kingman Airport Authority, Inc.
3) The Sponsor hereby designates Brenda Chastain , Director, Corporate Admin.

Name Title

to receive payments representing the State’s share of project costs.

________________________________________ Mayor

Signature of Sponsor’s Representative Title of Representative

4) The Sponsor has on file with ADOT the following vendor identification and address for project payments:

Sponsor Vendor Id #: 860708446 01

Sponsor Vendor Address: 7000 Flightline Dr.
Kingman, AZ 86401

Exhibits

The following Exhibits are incorporated herewith and form a part of this Agreement.

Exhibit A - Sponsor Assurances

Exhibit B - General Provisions

Exhibit C - Specific Provisions and Project Schedules
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STATE: SPONSOR:

State of Arizona City of Kingman
Department of Transportation Kingman Airport
Multimodal Planning Division

By: _______________________ By: _______________________

Title: Michael Kies, Assistant Director Title: _____________________________

Date: _____________________________ Date: _____________________________

WITNESSED BY: WITNESSED BY:

Signature: __________________________ Signature: __________________________

Print Name: _________________________ Print Name: _________________________

Date: ________________________--- Date:
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EXHIBIT A

Sponsor Assurances

Upon acceptance of the grant offer by the Sponsor, these assurances will become a part of this Agreement. The Sponsor
hereby covenants and agrees with the State as follows:

General

1) That the Project is consistent with plans (existing at the time of approval of the Project) of political jurisdictions
authorized by the State to plan for the development of the area surrounding the Airport and has given fair
consideration to the interest of communities in or near where the Project is to be located. In making a decision to
undertake any airport development Project under this Agreement the Sponsor insures that it has undertaken reasonable
consultation with affected parties using the Airport at which the Project is proposed. All appropriate development
standards of Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Advisory Circulars, Orders, or Federal Regulations shall be
complied with. All related state and federal laws shall be complied with.

2) That these covenants shall become effective upon execution of this Agreement for the Project or any portion thereof,
made by the State and shall remain in full force and effect throughout the useful life of the facilities or the planning
project’s duration developed under the grant, but in any event, not less than twenty (20) years from the date of
acceptance of the grant offer by the Sponsor.

3) The Sponsor certifies in this Agreement that it is a political subdivision of the State and is the public agency with
control over a public-use Airport and/or on behalf of the possible future development of an Airport and is eligible to
receive grant funds for the development or possible development of an Airport under its jurisdiction.

4) The Sponsor further agrees it holds good title, satisfactory to the State, to the landing area of the Airport or site
thereof, or will give assurance satisfactory to the State that good title will be acquired.

5) That the Sponsor is the owner or lessee of the property or properties on which the Airport is located and that the lease
guarantees that the Sponsor has full control of the use of the property for a period of not less than twenty (20) years
from the date of this Agreement. All changes in airport ownership or to an airport lease shall be approved by the
State.

6) The Sponsor agrees that it has sufficient funds available for that portion of the project costs which are not to be paid
by the State (or the United States).

7) The Sponsor agrees to provide and maintain competent supervision to complete the Project in conformance with this
Agreement.

8) Preserving Rights and Powers: The Sponsor agrees it shall not take or permit any action which would operate to
deprive it of any of the rights and powers necessary to perform any or all of the terms, conditions and assurances in
this Agreement without written permission from the State, and shall act promptly to acquire, extinguish or modify any
outstanding rights or claims of right by others which would interfere with such performance by the Sponsor. This will
be done in a manner acceptable to the State. The Sponsor shall not sell, lease, encumber or otherwise transfer or
dispose of any part of its title or other interests in the property shown on the airport property map included in the most
recent FAA-approved Airport Layout Plan, or to that portion of the property upon which State funds have been
expended, for the duration of the terms, conditions and assurances in this Agreement without approval by the State. If
the transferee is found by the State to be eligible under Title 49, United States Code, to assume the obligations of this
Agreement and to have the power, authority and financial resources to carry out such obligations, the Sponsor shall
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insert in the contract or document transferring or disposing of Sponsor’s interest and make binding upon the transferee
all the terms, conditions and assurances contained in this Agreement.

9) Public Hearings: In Projects involving the location of an Airport, an airport runway or a major runway extension, the
Sponsor has afforded the opportunity for public hearings for the purpose of considering the economic, social and
environmental impacts of the Airport or runway location and its consistency with goals and objectives of such
planning as has been carried out by the community and it shall, when requested by the State, submit a copy of such
hearings to the State.

Financial

Pursuant to A.R.S. 35-326, the Sponsor may elect to utilize the Local Government Investment Pool (“LGIP”) maintained
by the state treasurer. The Sponsor shall request written approval from the State to use the LGIP. Thereafter, the State may
deposit the funds authorized by the grant into the Sponsor’s account. After approval of the reimbursements by the state,
the funds shall be disbursed through the LGIP account to the Sponsor. The disbursements shall be made pursuant to the
applicable laws and regulations.

The Sponsor shall establish and maintain for each Project governed by this Agreement, an adequate accounting record to
allow State personnel to determine all funds received (including funds of the Sponsor and funds received from the United
States or other sources) and to determine the eligibility of all incurred costs of the Project. The Sponsor shall segregate
and group project costs into cost classifications as listed in the Specific Provisions of Exhibit C.

Record Keeping

The Sponsor shall maintain accurate records of all labor, equipment and materials used in this Project and that upon
reasonable notice, shall make available to the State, or any of their authorized representatives, for the purpose of audit and
examination all records, books, papers or documents of the recipient relating to work performed under this Agreement.
For airport development Projects, make the Airport and all airport records and documents affecting the Airport, including
deeds, leases, operation and use agreements, regulations and other instruments, available for inspection by any duly
authorized agent of the State upon reasonable request.

Airport Based Aircraft Reporting

The Sponsor shall furnish to the State on a quarterly basis, a current detailed listing (including: Registration/N Number,
Name, Address and Phone Number of Owner) of all based aircraft on the Airport in a form approved by the State.

Airport Layout Plan

1) The Sponsor shall maintain a current signed/approved Airport Layout Plan (ALP) of the Airport, which shows
building areas and landing areas, indicating present and planned development and to furnish the State an updated ALP
of the Airport as changes are made.

2) The Sponsor shall be required to prepare an ALP for update or revalidation in accordance with current FAA and State
standard guidelines. The ALP will indicate any deviations from FAA design standards as outlined in current FAA
Advisory Circulars, orders or regulations. A copy of the signed/approved ALP in electronic format shall be
forwarded to the State after authentication by FAA or the State.

3) The Sponsor shall assure that there are no changes to the airport property boundaries, together with any off-site areas
owned or controlled by the Sponsor which support the Airport or its operations as a part of this project.
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4) If a change or alteration is made at the Airport which the State determines adversely affects the safety, utility or
efficiency of the Airport, or any State funded property on or off Airport which is not in conformity with the ALP as
approved by the State, the Sponsor will, if requested by the State, eliminate such adverse effect in a manner approved
by the State.

Immediate Vicinity Land Use Restriction

The Sponsor shall restrict the use of land, adjacent to or in the immediate vicinity of the Airport, to activities and purposes
compatible with normal airport operations and to take appropriate action including the adoption of appropriate zoning
laws. In addition, if the Project is for noise compatibility or to protect the 14 CFR Part 77 imaginary surfaces of the
Airport, the Sponsor will not cause or permit any change in land use, within its jurisdiction, that will reduce its
compatibility, with respect to the Airport, of the noise compatibility program measures or the imaginary surfaces of the
Airport upon which State funds have been expended.

Airport Operation

1) The Sponsor shall promote safe airport operations by clearing and protecting the approaches to the Airport by
removing, lowering, relocating, marking and/or lighting existing airport hazards and to prevent, to the extent possible,
establishment or creation of future airport hazards. The Sponsor shall take appropriate action to assure such terminal
airspace as is required to protect instrument and visual operations to the Airport (including established minimum
flight altitudes) will be adequately cleared and protected by preventing the establishment or creation of future airport
hazards. The Sponsor shall promptly notify airmen of any condition affecting aeronautical use of the Airport.

2) The Sponsor further agrees to operate the Airport for the use and benefit of the public and to keep the Airport open to
all types, kinds and classes of aeronautical use without discrimination between such types, kinds and classes; provided
that the Sponsor shall establish such fair, equal and nondiscriminatory conditions to be met by all users of the Airport
as may be necessary for the safe and efficient operation of the Airport; and provided further, that the Sponsor may
prohibit any given type, kind or class of aeronautical use of the Airport if such use would create unsafe conditions,
interfere with normal operation of aircraft, or cause damage or lead to the deterioration of the runway or other airport
facilities.

3) In any agreement, contract, lease or other arrangement under which a right or privilege at the Airport is granted to any
person, firm or corporation to conduct or engage in any aeronautical activity for furnishing services to the public at
the Airport, the Sponsor shall insert and enforce provisions requiring said person, firm or corporation:

a) to furnish services on a reasonable and not unjustly discriminatory basis to all users thereof and charge reasonable
and not unjustly discriminatory prices for each unit or service;

b) and be allowed to make reasonable and nondiscriminatory discounts, rebates or similar types of price reductions
to volume purchasers;

c) each Fixed Based Operator (FBO) and Air Carrier at the Airport shall be subject to the same rates, fees, rentals
and other charges as are uniformly applicable to all other FBOs and Air Carriers making the same or similar uses
of the Airport and utilizing the same or similar facilities;

d) each Air Carrier using such Airport shall have the right to service itself or to use any FBO that is authorized or
permitted by the Airport to serve any Air Carrier at the Airport.

4) The Sponsor shall not exercise or grant any right or privilege which operates to prevent any person, firm or
corporation operating aircraft on the Airport from performing any services on its own aircraft with its own employees
(including but not limited to maintenance, repair and fueling) that it may choose to perform. In the event the Sponsor
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itself exercises any of the rights and privileges referred to in this assurance, the services involved will be provided on
the same conditions as would apply to the furnishing of such services by a commercial aeronautical operator
authorized by the Sponsor under these provisions.

5) The Sponsor shall suitably operate and maintain the Airport and all facilities thereon or connected therewith which are
necessary for airport purposes and to prohibit any activity thereon which would interfere with its use for aeronautical
purposes and to operate essential facilities, including night lighting systems, when installed, in such manner as to
assure their availability to all users of the Airport; provided that nothing contained herein shall be construed to require
that the Airport be operated and maintained for aeronautical uses during temporary periods when snow, flood or other
climatic conditions interfere substantially with such operation and maintenance.

6) The Sponsor shall not permit an exclusive right for the use of the Airport by any person providing, or intending to
provide, aeronautical services to the public. For purposes of this paragraph, providing services at an Airport by a
single FBO shall not be construed as an “exclusive right” if:

a) it would be unreasonably costly, burdensome or impractical for more than one FBO; and

b) if allowing more than one FBO to provide such services would require a reduction of space leased pursuant to an
existing agreement between a single FBO and the Airport.

Note: Aeronautical activities that are covered by this paragraph include, but are not limited to: charter flights, pilot
training, aircraft rental, sightseeing, air carrier operations, aircraft sales and services, aerial photography, agricultural
spraying, aerial advertising and surveying, sale of aviation petroleum products whether or not conducted in
conjunction with any other aeronautical activity, repair and maintenance of aircraft, sale of aircraft parts, and any
other activities which because of their direct relationship to the operation of aircraft can be regarded as an aeronautical
activity.

7) The Sponsor shall terminate any exclusive right to conduct an aeronautical activity now existing at the Airport before
any grant of assistance from the State. However, there shall be no limit on the duration of the assurances regarding
Exclusive Rights and Airport Revenue so long as the Airport is used as an Airport. There shall be no limit on the
duration of the terms, conditions, and assurances with respect to real property acquired with State funds.

8) Airport Pavement Preservation Program: The Sponsor certifies that they have implemented an effective pavement
preservation management program at the Airport in accordance with Public Law 103-305 and with the most current
associated FAA policies and guidance for the replacement, reconstruction or maintenance of pavement at the Airport.
The Sponsor assures that it shall use and follow this program for the useful life of the pavement constructed,
reconstructed or repaired with financial assistance from the State and that it will provide such reports on pavement
condition and pavement management programs as may be required by the State.

Sponsor Transactions

The Sponsor shall refrain from entering into any transaction which would deprive the Sponsor of any of the rights and
powers necessary to perform any or all of the covenants made herein, unless by such transaction the obligation to perform
all such covenants is assumed by another public agency eligible to assume such obligations and having the power,
authority and financial resources to carry out such obligations; and, if an arrangement is made for management or
operation of the Airport by an agency or person other than the Sponsor, the Sponsor shall reserve sufficient powers and
authority to insure that the Airport will be operated and maintained in accordance with these covenants or insure that such
an arrangement also requires compliance therewith.
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Airport Revenues

The Sponsor shall maintain a fee and rental structure for the facilities and services at the Airport which will make the
Airport as self-sustaining as possible under the circumstances existing at the particular Airport, taking into account such
factors as the volume of traffic and economy of collection. All revenues generated by the Airport (and any local taxes
established after Dec 30, 1987), will be expended by it for the capital or operating costs of the Airport; the local airport
system; or the local facilities which are owned or operated by the owner or operator of the Airport and which are directly
or substantially related to the actual air transportation of passengers or property, on or off the Airport.

Disposal of Land

1) For land purchased under a grant for airport development purposes (it is needed for aeronautical purposes, including
runway protection zones, or serve as noise buffer land; and revenue from the interim use of the land contributed to the
financial self-sufficiency of the Airport), the Sponsor shall apply to the State and FAA for permission to dispose of
such land. If agreed to by the State and/or FAA, the Sponsor shall dispose of such land at fair market value and make
available to the State and FAA an amount that is proportionate to the State and FAA’s share of the cost of the land
acquisition. That portion of the proceeds of such disposition, which is proportionate to the share of the cost of
acquisition of such land, shall be (a) reinvested in another eligible airport development Project or Projects approved
by the State and FAA or (b) be deposited to the Aviation Trust Fund if no eligible Project exists.

2) Disposition of such land shall be subject to the retention or reservation of any interest or right therein necessary to
ensure that such land will only be used for purposes which are compatible with noise levels associated with operation
of the Airport.
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EXHIBIT B

General Provisions

Employment of Consultants

The term consultant, as used herein, includes planners, architects and/or engineers. If a consultant is to be used for this
Project, the Sponsor agrees to consider at least three (3) consultant firms. If the Sponsor has contracted with or will
contract with a consultant on a retainer basis, the Sponsor assures to the State that prior to entering such a contract, at least
three (3) consultants were or will be considered. The Sponsor shall submit to the State, for review and approval, a copy of
the request for proposals and/or request for qualifications, and the proposed consultant contract prior to its execution and
upon award of the contract, a fully executed copy. All requests for qualifications and requests for proposals shall be in
accordance with A.R.S. 34, Chapters 1, 2 and 6, and shall include a list of projects and project locations to be awarded
project contracts.

Contracts

1) The Sponsor as an independent entity and not as an agent of the State may obtain the services required in order to
fulfill the work outlined in the Project Description as approved by the State for funding in the Airport Capital
Improvement Program. All contracts awarded to accomplish the project work described in this Agreement shall state:

a) The name of the consultant authorized to perform the work and to communicate on behalf of the Sponsor;

b) The Sponsor must insure that contracts issued under this Agreement comply with the provisions of Arizona
Executive Order 75-5 as amended by Arizona Executive Order 99-4, relating to equal opportunity;

c) The terms for termination of the contract either for failure to perform or in the best interest of the Sponsor;

d) The duly authorized representatives of the State shall have access to any books, documents, papers and records of
the consultant and/or contractor which are in any way pertinent to the contract for a period of five years, in
accordance with A.R.S. 35-214, for the purpose of making inspections, audits, examinations, excerpts and
transcriptions.

2) All contracts shall stipulate and make clear:

a) The responsibilities of the consultant to gain authorization for changes on the Project which may have an effect on
the contract price, scope, or schedule;

b) That all construction contractors and sub-contractors hired to perform services, shall be in compliance with A.R.S.
32, Chapter 10.

c) That any materials, including reports, computer programs or files and other deliverables created under this
Agreement are the sole property of the Sponsor. That these items shall be made available to the public. The
Contractor/Consultant is not entitled to a patent or copyright on these materials and may not transfer the patent or
copyright to anyone else.

d) That any travel shall be reimbursable by the State only within the rules and costs in accordance with the State of
Arizona Travel Policy.
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Conflict of Interest

Each consultant submitting a proposal shall certify that it shall comply with, in all respects, the rules of professional
conduct set forth in Arizona Administrative Code R4-30-301. In addition, a conflict of interest shall be cause for
disqualifying a consultant from consideration; or terminating a contract if the conflict should occur after the contract is
made. A potential conflict of interest includes, but is not limited to:

1) Accepting an assignment where duty to the client would conflict with the consultant’s personal interest, or interest of
another client.

2) Performing work for a client or having an interest which conflicts with this contract.

Reports

The Sponsor shall submit monthly status reports during planning, shall submit monthly status reports during design, and
shall submit weekly reports during construction. All reports shall reflect, at a minimum, the progress accomplished in
relation to the Grant and Project schedules and milestones, the reasons for any changes, and the recommended corrections
of problems encountered. Upon completion of the Project, the Sponsor shall submit a letter to the State specifying that the
Project has been completed to their satisfaction and that the consultant and the contractor have completed their contractual
responsibilities.

Changes

Any changes to the consultant contract, authorized by the Sponsor, that include additional funds, time and/or
scope, shall be by amendment and shall be approved by the State prior to being made in order to be eligible for
reimbursement. Approval of a change by the State shall not obligate the State to provide reimbursement beyond the
maximum funds obligated by this Agreement. Any increase to the amount of funds authorized hereunder, to the
expiration date of this agreement, or to the scope of work included in this agreement must be by formal amendment, and
signed by all parties.

Any changes to the contract documents, authorized by the Sponsor, must be approved by the State prior to any changes
being made in order to be eligible for reimbursement.

Audit

Upon completion of the Project, the Sponsor agrees to have an audit performed. The audit examination may be a separate
project audit or in accordance with the Single Audit Act of 1984 (Single Audit). If the Sponsor is required under law to
have a Single Audit, this Project shall be considered for inclusion in the scope of examination.

The Sponsor shall keep all project accounts and records which fully disclose the amount and disposition by the recipient
of the proceeds of the grant, the total cost of the Project in connection with which the grant is given or used, and the
amount or nature of that portion of the cost of the Project supplied by other sources, and such other financial records
pertinent to the Project. The accounts and records will be kept in accordance with A.R.S. 35-2 14.

In any case in which an independent audit is made of the accounts of a Sponsor relating to the disposition of the proceeds
of a grant relating to the Project in connection with which the grant was given or used, it shall file a certified copied of
such audit with the State not later than six (6) months following the close of the fiscal year in which the audit was made.

The Sponsor shall make available to the State or any of their other duly authorized representatives, for the purpose of
audit and examination, any books, documents, papers and records of the recipient that are pertinent to the grant. The
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Sponsor further agrees to provide the State a certified copy of the audit report. The State is to determine the acceptability
of this audit.

Suspension

If the Sponsor fails to comply with any conditions of this Agreement, the State, by written notice to the Sponsor, may
suspend participation and withhold payments until appropriate corrective action has been taken by the Sponsor. Costs
incurred during a period of suspension may not be eligible for reimbursement by the State.

Failure to Perform

If the Sponsor fails to comply with the conditions of this Agreement the State, may by written notice to the Sponsor,
terminate this Agreement in whole or in part. The notice of termination will contain the reasons for termination, the
effective date, and the eligibility of costs incurred prior to termination. The State shall not reimburse any costs incurred
after the date of termination.

Termination for Convenience

When the continuation of the Project will not produce beneficial results commensurate with the further expenditure of
funds or when funds are not appropriated or are withdrawn for use hereunder, the State may terminate this Agreement. In
the case where continuation of the Project will not produce beneficial results, the State and the Sponsor shall mutually
agree upon the termination either in whole or in part. In the case where funds are no longer available or have been
withdrawn or not appropriated, or the Project is no longer in the State’s best interest, the State shall have the right of
termination as its sole option. The State shall not reimburse any costs incurred after receipt of the notice of termination.
The Governor pursuant to A.R.S. Section 38-511 hereby puts all parties on notice that this Agreement is subject to
cancellation.

Waiver by State

No waiver of any condition, requirement or right expressed in this Agreement shall be implied by any forbearance of the
State to declare a default, failure to perform or to take any other action on account of any violation that continues or
repeats.

Compliance with Laws

The Sponsor shall comply with all Federal, State and Local laws, rules, regulations, ordinances, policies, advisoiy
circulars, and decrees that are applicable to the performance hereunder.

Arbitration

In the event of a dispute, the parties agree to use arbitration to the extent required by A.R.S. Section 12-1518.

Jurisdiction

Any litigation between the Sponsor and the State shall be commenced and prosecuted in an appropriate State court of
competent jurisdiction within Maricopa County, State of Arizona.

Excess of Payments

If it is found that the total payments to the Sponsor exceed the State’s share of allowable project costs, the Sponsor shall
promptly return the excess to the State. Final determination of the State’s share of allowable costs shall rest solely with
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the State. Any reimbursement to the Sponsor by the State not in accordance with this Agreement or unsubstantiated by
project records will be considered ineligible for reimbursement and shall be returned promptly to the State.

State Inspectors

At any time and/or prior to final payment of funds for work performed under this Agreement, the State may perform an
inspection of the work performed to assure compliance with the terms herein and to review the workmanship of the
Sponsor’s contractors and/or consultants. No inspector is authorized to change any provisions of this Agreement or any
provisions of Agreements between the Sponsor and the Sponsor’s contractor and/or consultant.

Indemnification

The State of Arizona, acting by and through the Arizona Department of Transportation, does not assume any liability to
third persons nor will the Sponsor be reimbursed for the Sponsor’s liability to third persons resulting from the performance
of this Agreement or any subcontract hereunder.

The Sponsor shall indemnify and hold harmless the State, any of their departments, agencies, officers and employees from
any and all liability, loss or damage the State may suffer as a result of claims, demands, costs or judgments of any
character arising out of the performance or non-performance of the Sponsor or its independent contractors in carrying out
any provisions of this Agreement. In the event of any action, this indemnification shall include, but not be limited to,
court costs, expenses of litigation and reasonable attorney’s fees.

Required Provisions Deemed Inserted

Each and every provision of law and clause required by law to be inserted in this Agreement shall be read and enforced as
though it were included herein, and if through mistake or otherwise any such provision is not inserted, or is not correctly
inserted, then upon the application of either party, this Agreement shall forthwith be physically amended to make such
insertion or correction.

Property of the Sponsor and State

Any materials, including reports, computer programs or files and other deliverables created under this Agreement are the
sole property of the Sponsor. The Contractor/Consultant is not entitled to a patent or copyright on these materials and
may not transfer the patent or copyright to anyone else. The Sponsor shall give the State unrestricted authority to publish,
disclose, distribute and otherwise use at no cost to the State any of the material prepared in connection with this grant. At
the completion of the project, the Sponsor shall provide the State with an electronic copy, in a format useable by the State,
and one hard copy in a format useable by the State, of final plans, specifications, reports, planning documents, and/or
other published materials as produced as a result of this project.
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EXHIBIT C

Specific Provisions and Project Schedules

Provisions for Design/Construction

Financial Cost Categories

The Sponsor shall segregate and group project costs in categories as follows:

1) “Design/Engineering Services” (as applicable), including topographic surveys/mapping, geometric design, plans
preparation, geotechnical and pavement design, specifications, contract documents.

2) “Construction” (must be accounted for in accordance with approved work items as presented in the bid tabulation).

3) “Construction Engineering” (as applicable), including contract administration, inspection/field engineering, materials
testing, construction staking/as-built plans and other.

4) “Sponsor Administration” directly associated with this Project (not to exceed 5% of project costs).

5) “Sponsor Force Account” contribution (if applicable).

6) “Contingencies” (not to exceed 5% of construction costs).

7) “Other” with prior approval of the State.

Desi2n Review — Plans, Specifications and Estimates

Plans, specifications and estimates shall be accomplished by, or under the direct supervision of a qualified engineer
registered by the State of Arizona. The Sponsor shall conduct a Concept Design Review meeting with the State and
Sponsor’s consultant at approximately the thirty percent (3 0%) completion point in the design of the Project, and a Final
Design Review at one hundred percent (100%) plan completion.

These mandatory reviews shall be completed before the Sponsor will be permitted to proceed with the Project. The State
shall issue an approval to proceed with final design upon satisfactory completion of the 30% review. The State shall issue
an approval of the 100% plans, specifications and estimates upon satisfactory completion of the 100% review. Upon State
approval, the Sponsor may proceed to advertising if construction is included in the scope of the Project, or must close the
Project and submit a final grant reimbursement request if the grant is for design only.

Any modification to the approved plans, specifications and estimates authorized by the Sponsor shall also be subject to
approval of the State. Changes made to approved plans, specifications, and estimates at any time must be
authorized by the State prior to executing the changes in order to be eligible for reimbursement by the State.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation must be complete and approved by the State and/or FAA
prior to construction. The Sponsor shall submit a copy of the documentation to the State.
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FAA Notice of Proposed Construction

The Sponsor agrees to submit an FAA Form 7460-1, Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration before construction,
installation or alteration of any Project under this Agreement that falls under the requirements of Subpart B to Part 77,
Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace.

Bidding - Alternate Bidding Methods

Design, Bid, Build is the standard and preferred method for project delivery for State airport development grant projects.
Alternative contracting methods (Design Build, Construction Manager at Risk, Task Order Contract) may be used in
accordance with A.R.S. Title 34, Chapters 1, 2 and 6. Use of an alternative contracting method shall be reviewed and
approved by the State prior to the Sponsor executing a contract for the work. If a project is approved for an
alternative contracting method, the Sponsor must comply with all Federal, State, and Local policies, regulations, rules,
and laws, as well as all requirements of this grant agreement within that method.

Based on Bids

If a Sponsor has requested a match to a Federal construction grant that was based on bids (the project was already
advertised by the Sponsor with no existing State airport development grant for the design work), then all design
coordination with the State required by this agreement must have been met during the design process for any prior design
work to be considered eligible for reimbursement by the State. The State shall review any documentation and work done
prior to bidding and, at its sole discretion, determine the eligibility of the work. Only work items necessary to complete
the Project as stated in Exhibit C, Schedule One, Project Description, may be considered eligible.

Contractor Allowance

This item may only be used to cover costs of unknown, unforeseen circumstances within the scope of the grant that are
necessary for Project completion. (For example: if unknown underground utilities must be removed or relocated to
accomplish the Project) This item must have prior approval of the State for each use of the item during construction
in order to be eligible for reimbursement by the State. The bid item shall be clearly defined in the contract documents
with concise language describing when it may be utilized. It shall also be specified that the item may not be used at all.
The allowance may only be used for unforeseen items directly related to the Project.

Contingencies

Contingencies are to be used as an estimating tool during the preliminary phases of Project development. They are
intended to allow room in the grant funding level for reasonable price increases or approved added items during design.
Contingencies are not eligible for reimbursement by the State as bid items in a construction contract.

Itemized Allowance

Use of an itemized allowance items may only be included in a contract with prior approval of the State. Any use of an
itemized allowance bid item as part of a grant must be for a clearly defined portion of the project. (For example: cabinet
allowance — cabinets in terminal storage room as shown on plans to be selected by Sponsor, or carpet allowance —

industrial Berber carpet for 200 SF lobby to be selected by Sponsor) Each contract allowance item must be approved by
the State in order to be included in the bid package. The State will not approve use of an item to cover expenses not
directly related to the item. (For example: Left over funds from cabinet allowance cannot be used to purchase light
fixtures)
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Construction Inspection

Airport planning, design, project estimates, bidding, and construction inspection are the direct responsibility of the
Sponsor and may be accomplished by the Sponsor’s staff or by a qualified consultant. The Sponsor shall provide and
maintain competent technical supervision throughout the Project to assure that the work conforms to the plans,
specifications and schedules approved by the State and the Sponsor.

Construction inspection shall be accomplished by, or under the direct supervision of a qualified engineer registered by the
State of Arizona.

The Sponsor shall subject the construction work and any related documentation on any Project contained in an approved
Project application to inspection and approval by the State and the FAA. The State shall, if in accordance with
regulations and procedures, prescribe such work as needed for the Project.

Change Orders

The Sponsor shall notif~’ the State in advance of the need for a change. Such notification shall clearly define the changed
or added bid items, the locations of changed work, the quantities and costs of changed work, and the time required for the
change. Justification for the change must be provided to the State by the Sponsor. Change orders may be approved by the
State only if they are clearly necessary to accomplish the original grant scope. If approval is granted by the State, the
Sponsor shall follow up with the written change order for the State’s review and approval in a timely manner. The
Sponsor may not request reimbursement for the work done under a change order until the change order is approved by the
State.

Construction Contract Documents

Any changes to the construction contract documents (including scope, time and amount), authorized by the
Sponsor, must be approved by the State prior to being implemented by the Sponsor in order to be eligible for
reimbursement under the grant. All changes, as well as any notifications and approvals related to the changes, shall be
documented in the final contract documents, change orders, and as built plans provided to the State at the end of the
contract. Verbal requests and approvals are not sufficient as documentation for reimbursement. Final reimbursements will
not be made until all documentation is received by the State.
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Design/Construction Project Schedules

The Schedule Forms are intended to identify and monitor project scope, costs, and basic milestones that will be
encountered during various phases of the Project. The Sponsor shall complete these three schedules showing the project
description and total costs, project reimbursements (cash flow) schedule and project milestones.

Schedule One shows the total Project estimated costs associated with each share - State and Federal and Local. Schedule
Two shows a projected cash flow for State funds only. The Sponsor is to estimate requests to the State for Project
reimbursement. Schedule Three shows anticipated dates of Project milestones. These schedules will be used to keep track
of the Project’s progress. Be sure to develop realistic schedules.

As the project progresses, and the original reimbursement schedule and or milestone dates change, the Sponsor must
submit a revised Schedule to the State for approval.

Schedule One
Design/Construction Project Description and Funding Allocation

Detailed Project Description:

Rehab. Parallel Twy C (75 ft x 3,000 ft) and Rehab. South Apron (17,600 sy)

Project Cost Category Total Estimated Estimated Estimated
Estimated Local Share Federal Share State Share*

Project_Cost
Design/Engineering Services $ 15,572 $ 389 $ 14,793 $ 390

Construction $ 2,499,902 $ 62,498 $ 2,374,907 $ 62,497

Construction Engineering $ 294,037 $ 7,351 $ 279,335 $ 7,351

Sponsor Administration** $ 6,782 $ 170 $ 6,443 $ 169

Sponsor Force Account Work*** $ $ $ $

Contingencies $ $ $ $

Total Project Costs $ 2,816,293 $ 70,408 $ 2,675,478 $ 70,407

*Total of this column to be used in Schedule Two.
Sponsor Administration is not eligible for reimbursement above 5% of the project costs.

*** All force account work is to be approved by the State prior to the grant agreement being signed.

NOTE: The Sponsor must attach a project plan based upon the ALP that clearly shows
the scope and the limits of the work.
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Schedule Two
Design/Construction Project Reimbursement Schedule

The Sponsor must complete this Project Reimbursement Schedule showing the projected cash flow of State grant funds
Qpjy for this Project. Projections must include all consultant and contractor services. The reimbursement schedule should
be a realistic schedule and will be used to keep track of a project’s progress. Reimbursement requests must be submitted
regularly by the Sponsor while the grant is active. The cash flow should reflect when a request is submitted to the State,
not when invoices are paid by the Sponsor.

Instructions:

1) For “Total State Funds” below, enter the Total Project Costs/Estimated State Share from Schedule One.

2) For each month/year, indicate the projected reimbursement request amount for State Funds Only (use whole dollars
only, e.g. $540 or $1,300).

3) Continue the process by entering a Zero (0) in the month/year for which no reimbursement is anticipated and/or a
dollar amount of the reimbursement, until the total State funds are accounted for in the cash flow.

Total State Funds: $ 70,527

Projected Reimbursement Requests / State Cash Flow

Calendar Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun
Year
2015 $ $ $ $ $ $

2016 $ $ 2,500 $ 2,500 $ 15.000 $ 15,000 $ 25,000

2017 $ $ $ $ $ $

2018 $ $ $ $ $ $

2019 $ $ $ $ $

Calendar Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Year
2015 $ $ $ $ $ $

2016 ~7,500 ~ 3,027

2017 $ $ $ $ $

2018 $ $ $ $ $ S

2019 $ $ $ $ $ $

Grants expire 4 years from the date of the grant offer. The Sponsor shall schedule the work to be
completed within the 4 years.
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Grant Number E6F2S
City of Kingman
Kingman Airport

Schedule Three
Design/Construction Project Milestones

Milestone Duration Guidelines

The below duration periods are intended to provide guidelines for you to consider. These are average time periods (in
calendar days), but it is understood these periods may vary by Sponsor and Project, and are subject to modification. If an
entry on the form is not applicable, write N/A.

1) The Consultant Selection Phase for all Projects, regardless of type, is approximately ninety (90) days but should not exceed one
hundred eighty (180) days.

2) The Design/Engineering Phase is subject to the type and complexity of the Project, however, most designs can be accomplished
within one hundred eighty (180) days to two hundred and seventy (270) days.

3) The Bidding Phase typically should be sixty (60) days or less.
4) The Construction Phase is dependent upon the type of Project, the airport traffic, and the available construction season, generally

ninety (90) days to three hundred sixty (360) days.
5) The State review periods should be fifteen (15) days.

Design/Construction Milestone Schedule

. Duration Start Date Completion DateMilestones
# of Days Proposed Actual Proposed Actual

Consul ant Selection Phas
Submit Scope for State Review/Approval*

Submit Contract for State Review/Approval

Award Consultant Contract

Desi ngineering hase
Sponsor Issue Notice to Proceed/Start Design

Conduct 30% Design Review/Approval

Conduct Final Design Review/Bid Set Submitted (100%) for Review/Approval

Bidding Phase
Bid Set Submitted (100%) for Review/Approval

Issue Invitation for Bids

Submit Bid Tab for State Review/Approval

Award Construction Contract/Submit to the State

Const ction hase
Pre-Construction Meeting 2/2016

Issue NTP Begin Construction 150 3/1/16

Final Inspection 7/2016

Submit As-Builts & Final Documentation 8/20 16

Submit Final Reimbursement Request and Sponsor Closeout Letter 8/20 16
* The solicitation for qualifications and the service agreements must contain a list of projects, including this grant project, per A.R.S.

34-Chapter 6.
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• ~ CONSTRUCT TAXI WAY CHARLIE RECONSTRUCTION
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CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Tina D. Moline, Financial Services Director
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Selection of audit firm to perform professional auditing services for FY2015 -
FY2019 

 

SUMMARY:
In November 2015, the City of Kingman terminated its relationship with its audit firm, Heinfeld Meech.  Prior to
the termination, the City's FY2015 audit had not been completed.  A Request for Proposal to hire an audit firm
to perform professional auditing services for FY2015 - FY2019 was submitted on December 11, 2015. 
Interested proposers could submit proposals until January 8, 2016.  An evaluation committee reviewed,
discussed, and scored each proposer's submission. Attached is the combined scoring sheet which includes
the scores of each evaluator.  Price is not the only determining factor in an RFP of this nature.  As written in the
RFP, the general approach is to identify all qualified, responsive proposers and then award the audit to the
lowest proposer in that group.  
 
Of the six proposers, two proposers, HintonBurdick and CliftonLarsonAllen, responded to all mandatory
elements, provided responses to all technical requirements, and included hours and rates for all schedules. 
Those proposers were also scored highly (above 90%) by each evaluator. 
 
HintonBurdick's total 5-year cost to perform professional auditing services is $229,775 - FY15 $43,750; FY16
$44,050; FY17 $45,300; FY18 $46,250; FY19 $47,675; and FY18 Municipal Court External Review $2,750. 
 
CliftonLarsonAllen's total 5-year cost to perform professional auditing services is $316,590 - FY15 $60,215;
FY16 $61,665; FY17 $63,145; FY18 63,145; FY19 $63,920; and FY18 Municipal Court External Court
Review $4,500.
 
Reference checks were conducted to verify the following:
1.  Extent of internal control reviews;
2.  Ability to meet timelines;
3.  Staff experience and turnover; and,
4.  Access to the audit firm for general accounting and auditing procedure inquiries throughout the year of
which should be included in the annual audit cost.
 
Many references were contacted, but very few responded.  Of the respondents, HintonBurdick received one
negative reference and one positive reference, and CliftonLarsonAllen received three positive references.  If
additional references are submitted after this communication is drafted, staff will provide Council with an
update.



 
FISCAL IMPACT:
Since a portion of the FY2015 budgeted audit expense has already been expended, contingency from the
general fund will be needed to cover most of the first year (FY2015 audit services) of this award.  At this time,
it is uncertain as to the amount of this request.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Although the general approach is to identify all qualified, responsive proposers and then award the audit to the
lowest proposer in that group, staff recommends Council award the professional auditing services contract to
CliftonLarsonAllen. 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Combined Scoring Sheet
Bid Tabulation Sheet

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Finance Moline, Tina Approved 1/13/2016 - 5:06 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:36 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:58 PM
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PROJECT:

BID OPENING:

BUDGETED AMOUNT:

BIDDERS NAME Spec Addendum Bid Bond

AND Received Attached ALTERNATES

ADDRESS BID A BID B BID C BID D BID E

Hinton Burdick, PLLC FY15- $43,750

63 South 300 East, Suite 100 FY16- $44,050 FY15-FY19 $227,025

PO BOX 38 FY17- $45,300

St George, UT 84771 FY18-46,250 FY18 Court $2,750

FY19- $47,675

Eide Bailly, LLP FY15- $59,880

8485 W. Sunset Rd #204 FY16- $59,880 FY15-FY19 $308,995

Las Vegas, NV 89113 FY17- $61,635

FY18- $63,030 FY18 Court $3,500

FY19- $64,570

Beach Fleischman FY15- $64,000

1985 E. River Rd, #201 FY16- $65,500 FY15-FY19 $335,750

Tucson, AZ 85718 FY17- $67,000

FY18- $68,750 FY18 Court $6,000

FY19- $70,500

Lumbard & Associates, PLLC FY15- $69,950

4143 N. 12th St, #100 FY16- $71,350 FY15-FY19 $363,980

Phoenix, AZ 85014 FY17- $72,770

FY18- $74,220 FY18 Court $4,500

FY19- $75,680

Clifton Larson Allen FY15- $60,215

20 E. Thomas Rd., #2300 FY16- $61,665 FY15-FY19 $312,090

Phoenix, AZ 85012 FY17- $63,145

FY18- $63,145 FY18 Court $4,500

FY19- $63,920

Henry & Horne. LLP FY15- $53,870

2055 E. Warner Rd., #101 FY16- $54,947 FY15-FY19 $280,342

Tempe, AZ 85284 FY17- $56,046

FY18- $57,167 FY18 Court $4,250

FY19- $58,311

Present: Posted By:

Date & Time:

Witnessed By:

CONTRACT PRICE

Tina D. Moline

Bidder's Tabulation Sheet

BID PROPOSAL

01/08/2016 3:00 P.M. Arizona time

City of Kingman RFP Finance Audit



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Robert J. DeVries, Chief of Police
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Review of Kingman Police Department (KPD) Lieutenant exempt classification 
 

SUMMARY:
On November 17, 2015 the City Council reviewed a proposal from the Fire Department to reclassify three (3)
Battalion Chiefs from exempt status to hourly status in pay grade 221. The agenda item was tabled when
concerns were expressed by the Police Department Lieutenants.
 
On December 15, 2015 the agenda item was returned to City Council and the reclassification was approved.
Council requested a report from the Police Department at the 2nd meeting in January to reflect department
challenges.
 
The department has prepared a report (see attached power point) that highlights current staffing levels, demand
for service, challenges and a proposal that will keep Lieutenants at exempt status under pay grade classification
221.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
The impact will be dependent upon demand and calls for service. Staff will work diligently to maintain costs
within the established department budget.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends implementing a change to the Lieutenant position, pay grade classification 221, with the
addition of overtime under a "operational / situational call out" method or referring the proposal to the
Management Team Compensation Committee for further review.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
PowerPoint Presentation

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Police Department DeVries, Robert Approved 1/8/2016 - 4:31 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/12/2016 - 3:53 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 1:07 PM





 

       Lieutenant Jim Brice 
 

 

 Detectives 

 Flex Team/K9 

 SRO Program 

 Evidence Technicians 

 WALEA Training Committee 

 Tri-State Investigators 

 Testing and Hiring Process for Sworn Personnel   



Lieutenant Mark Chastain 

 

 MAGNET Investigations

 GIITEM Investigations

 DART Team                            

 HIDTA Unit Commander  

 Arizona DHE Committee

 Terrorism/WMD/Hazmat       

 KPD Bomb Unit                   

 Grant Statistical Reporting 

 



 Lieutenant Bob Fisk 
 

    Patrol 

    Patrol K9 

 Traffic 

 Neighborhood Services 

 VIPS 

 WALETA 

 STAT Team 

 FTO Program 

   Cadets 

 Bike Patrol 

 Vehicle Assignments 



 Vacant Deputy Chief/Captain has the department operating with less 
Command Structure than the early 1990’s. 

 

 Inability to adjust time off due to staffing and/or legislative and court 
mandated time parameters. 

 

 Currently the Patrol Division is operating at 72% of the officers with less 
than 5 years of experience. 

 

 In 2015 the department experienced a 10.3% increase in call volume. 
(Excluding Neighborhood Service and Animal Control Calls) 



 Increased responsibility with loss of overtime for exempt employees. 
 

 For each officer lost to another agency our direct cost is $67,984.00. 
Since 2005, we have lost 30 officers equating to a direct loss of 
$2,099,520.00 over the past 10-years. 

 

 Success in recruiting is due to current tenured officers and first line 
supervisors. 

 

 Need to focus on that group in FY 16/17 to prevent loss of 
motivation and recruitment. 



 Current Lieutenants (3) remain at pay grade classification 221 along 
with Battalion Chiefs and Assistant Magistrate 

 

 Current Lieutenants (3) remain exempt employees. 
 

 Implement an “Operational/Situational Call Out” status that 
provides overtime for the Lieutenant when they are operating in a 
major incident in an “operations” mode versus “administrative” 
mode. 

 

 Focus on tenured officers and sergeants for compression in FY 
16/17 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Gary Jeppson
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Consideration of Ordinance 1806: Kingman Crossing Planned Development
District (PDD) 

 

SUMMARY:
At its January 5, 2016 meeting, the City Council tabled action on Ordinance #1806 to allow staff to provide the
Council with information concerning pole signs in the Kingman Crossing area located north of the proposed
Kingman Crossing Traffic Interchange.
 
There are three zoning districts in the proposed Kingman Crossing area north of the proposed Kingman
Crossing area. The first zoning district, Ordinance #1600 is for the hospital property north of Santa Rosa
Boulevard and west and east of Kingman Crossing Boulevard. The other two zoning districts are located north
of I-40 and south of Santa Rosa Boulevard. All three zoning districts allow freestanding signs;, 300-square feet.
to be located 40-feet above the finished grade of I-40. Mural are permitted in the zoning districts on the north
side.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
The developemnt of the Kingman Crossing area is projected to bring increased transaction privilege tax
revenue.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Adoption of Ordinance #1806

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Ordinance No. 1806
Ordinance #1600 HMMC Zoning District
Ordinance #1604 KMX North

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Development Services Jeppson, Gary Approved 1/8/2016 - 10:35 AM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/8/2016 - 4:51 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/12/2016 - 2:23 PM
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WHEN RECORDED HOLD FOR 

KINGMAN CITY CLERK 

310 N. 4
th
 Street 

Kingman, AZ 86401 

 

 
 

 

CITY OF KINGMAN 
ORDINANCE NO. 1806 

 
AN ORDINANCE BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA: FOR THE REZONING CERTAIN PROPERTY 
DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT “A” AND ILLUSTRATED IN EXHIBIT “B” 
ATTACHED, FROM R-R:  RURAL RESIDENTIAL TO KINGMAN CROSSING 
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AS SHOWN IN EXHIBIT “C”  

 
WHEREAS, The City of Kingman is the owner of land described in Exhibit “A” of this ordinance; 
and,  
 
WHEREAS, The City of Kingman desires to create a planned development district in 
accordance with Section 19.000 PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (PDD) of the Zoning 
Ordinance of the City of Kingman, Arizona, to ensure compliance with the General Plan and 
good zoning practices, while allowing certain desirable departures from the strict provisions of 
specific zone classifications; and  
 
WHEREAS, the subject property proposed for PDD zoning district is approximately 151-acres 
and is described as a portion of Section 9, T.21N., R.16W., of the G&SRM, Mohave County, AZ, 
and further described in Exhibit “A”  and illustrated in Exhibit “B” attached, and 
 
WHEREAS, this proposed zoning district is in accordance with the projected land use and 
density standards of the adopted City of Kingman General Plan 2030 Update, and  
 
WHEREAS, the requested zoning district will facilitate the development of a proposed retail 
development; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planned Development District designation of the subject site is intended to 
provide for various types of land uses compatible with retail and restaurant uses while excluding 
other uses which are not compatible with a retail shopping center, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Kingman Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing in the 
Kingman Crossing Planned Development District text amendment and zoning map amendment 
on December 8, 2015 and following the public hearing by a five-to-zero vote in the affirmative 
recommended adoption of the Kingman Crossing Planned Development District  and zoning 
map amendment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Kingman Common Council has the authority to approve this request pursuant 
to the City of Kingman Zoning Ordinance, Sections 13.000, 19.000 and 31.000. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of 
Kingman, Arizona as follows:  
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SECTION 1: The text of the Kingman Crossing Planned Development District as stated in 
Exhibit “C” is hereby adopted. The text shown in the underline format is an addition and the 
strikeout text is a deletion to the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman, Arizona.  
 
SECTION 2: That upon the issuance of a notice to proceed by the Arizona Department of 
Transportation and beginning of construction of the Kingman Crossing Traffic Interchange, the 
subject property which is described in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached shall be rezoned to the 
Kingman Crossing Planned Development District as presented in Exhibit “C” of this ordinance. 
 
SECTION 3: If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance is 
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of competent jurisdiction, such 
decision shall not invalidate the remaining portions thereof.  
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona 
this 19th day of January, 2016. 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED: 
 
 
 
______________________________ __________________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk Richard Anderson, Mayor 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT “CEXHIBIT “CEXHIBIT “CEXHIBIT “C””””    
18.000 RESERVED FOR FUTURE USE KINGMAN CROSSING 

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (KINGMAN CROSSING PDD) 
 

18.100 INTENT AND PURPOSE 
 

This district is intended to provide for the development of business and service uses designed to meet the 
needs of the Kingman Crossing area located south of Interstate-40. Such areas will provide a wide variety 
of goods and services in establishments whose operating characteristics require good exposure in a 
readily identifiable and accessible commercial setting.  Provisions of this district are designed to ensure 
that such commerce will be compatible with adjacent, non-commercial development and to minimize any 
undesirable effects of heavy traffic or other operating characteristics. 
 

18.200 GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 

18.210 PERMITTED USES 
 
Land shall be used and buildings/structures shall hereafter be erected, altered, enlarged, or otherwise 
modified for the following permitted uses: 
 

 
Ambulance services 
Animal hospitals and small animal boarding 
Antique shops 
Art and school supply stores 
Art galleries – but not including auction rooms 
Auto accessories and parts store 
Automobile rental and service; all repairs must be conducted within an enclosed building. 
Automobile repairs, but not including body repair 
Automobile sales and service, new and used 
Automobile service stations 
Bakery 
Banks and financial institutions 
Barbershop/beauty parlor 
Bed and breakfast establishments 
Bicycle stores – sales, rental and repair 
Blueprinting establishments 
Book and stationery stores 
Building material sales 
Cabinet shops 
Camera and photographic supply stores 
Candy and ice cream stores 
Carpet and rug stores 
Catering establishments 
China and glassware stores 
Cleaning and dyeing, coin operating, pick-up station and/or using non-explosive solvents 
Clothing and costume rental establishments 
Coffee shops, sandwich shops, and bagel shops 
Coin and philatelic stores 
Computer and electronic component sales and service 
Convalescent or nursing home 
Delicatessen 
Department store 
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Drafting service 
Restaurants, including outdoor dining and fast-food with drive-through service. 
Electrical and household appliance stores – including radio, sales, accessory repair, and service 
Employment offices 
Equipment and appliances, household – service and repair shops 
Exterminating shops 
Family, Group, or Commercial Day Care Facilities 
Florist shops 
Flower shops and conservatories 
Food stores, grocery stores, meat markets, delicatessens and frozen food stores 
Funeral parlors and accessory uses not including outside monument storage 
Furniture stores 
Garden supply and plant nurseries, providing that all areas devoted to outdoor storage of other than 

live plant material shall be completely screened from view abutting streets and highways and 
from abutting properties.  No bulk storage of sand, gravel, fertilizer or other chemical or 
organic materials is permitted. Does not include medical marijuana cultivation facilities 

General offices, including banks and financial establishments 
Gift shops 
Glass replacement and repair (including auto glass) 
Haberdasheries and millinery shop or hat repair 
Hardware stores 
Health care or therapeutic services, but not medical marijuana dispensaries. 
Health centers 
Heating, plumbing, ventilating, refrigeration and air-conditioning sales and service 
High-density multiple-family developments 
Hobby shops – for retailing of items to be assembled or used away from the premises 
Hotels and motels - including dining and meeting rooms 
Instructional Schools (not providing housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight) 
Instructional Schools or Trade Schools, not involving any danger of fire, explosion nor offensive 

noise, vibration, smoke, dust, odor, glare, heat or other objectionable influences (not 
providing housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight) 

Interior decorating shops 
Jewelry stores 
Job printing and related retail sales 
Laboratories – medical, dental with accessory research, and testing 
Laundries 
Leather goods and luggage stores 
Linen supply services 
Liquor stores 
Loan offices 
Locksmith shops 
Low density multiple-family developments 
Mail order service stores 
Medical and dental clinics 
Medical and dental offices and clinics 
Music and dance studios 
Musical instrument sales and repair 
Newspaper offices – including printing 
Office supply stores 
Offices – business, professional or public 
Opticians, optometrists and ophthalmologists 
Orthopedic and medical appliance stores – but not including assembly or manufacture of such 

articles 
Paint and wallpaper stores 
Parcel delivery services 
Parking lots and storage garages for automobiles 
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Pet shops – including grooming 
Photography studios – including developing and printing of photographs when conducted on the 

premises as part of the retail business 
Picture framing – when conducted on the premises for retail trade 
Post offices 
Pre-Schools 
Printing establishments 
Public Assembly – Indoor, General 
Public Assembly – Indoor, Entertainment 
Public libraries 
Radio and television broadcasting studios provided that no broadcast antenna exceed the height of 

fifty (50) feet and no dish style antenna exceed one-point-five (1.5) meters in diameter. 
Real estate and title companies 
Recording studios 
Restaurants – including live entertainment and dancing 
Schools, commercial or trade, not involving any danger of fire, explosion nor offensive noise, 

vibration, smoke, dust, odor, glare, heat or other objectionable influences; and not providing 
housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight. 

Shoe stores – sales or repair 
Sporting goods stores 
Stamp and coin hobby shops 
Tailor shops 
Tattoo parlors 
Tavern or cocktail lounge 
Telephone answering service 
Theaters – not including drive-in theaters 
Tobacco shops 
Tool and cutlery sharpening or grinding 
Toy Stores 
Travel agencies 
Travel bureaus and transportation ticket office 
Variety stores 
Vending machine sales and service 
Wholesale establishments with storage of merchandise  
Wireless Communication Facilities located or co-located on an existing building or structure, if 

concealed or camouflaged.  Maximum height of all facilities is fifty (50) feet.  (See also 
Subsection 26.1000: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES in Section 26.000: 
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.) 

 
Accessory uses to the above permitted uses.  Uses not explicitly enumerated in this section as permitted 
uses but closely similar thereto, provided that these uses are not explicitly mentioned as permitted or 
conditional uses elsewhere in this ordinance. 
 

18.220 USES WHICH MAY BE PERMITTED BY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 
 
The following uses may be permitted subject to approval of a Conditional Use Permit as provided in 
Section 29.000: CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS: 
 

Car washes 
Schools, Private School, Charter School, or Community College providing housing, dormitories or 

sleeping overnight. 
Wireless Communication Facilities located or co-located on an existing building or structure, if 

concealed or camouflaged.  Maximum height of all facilities is two-hundred-fifty (250) feet.  (See 
also Subsection 26.1000: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES in Section 26.000: 
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.) 
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Uses not explicitly enumerated in this section as permitted uses but closely similar thereto, provided that 
these uses are not explicitly mentioned as permitted or conditional uses elsewhere in this ordinance. 
 
 

18.300 GENERAL 
 

18.310 LOT AREA 
 

All lots hereafter created in this district shall contain a minimum of seventy-five-hundred (7,500) square 
feet.  The specified lot area size is not intended to prohibit two (2) or more separate uses on a lot where 
the lot is in undivided ownership. 
 

18.320 LOT WIDTH 
 

Not less than seventy-five (75) feet 
 
 

18.330 YARDS 
 

Yard abutting street: 25-feet; such areas shall be landscaped. 
Interior lot line: zero 
Lot abutting residentially zoned property: 25-feet. Parking may be allowed in the setback area abutting a 
residential zoning district, but commercial truck deliveries or outdoor storage purposes, including the 
placement of storage containers are not permitted in these areas. 
 

18.340 BUILDING HEIGHT 
 

Not to exceed fifty (50) feet 
 

18.350 DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS 
 

Buildings not actually adjoining shall be provided with a minimum six (6) foot separation. 
 

18.360 OFF-STREET PARKING AND OFF-STREET LOADING 
 

See Section 22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING REQUIREMENTS 
 

18.370 CONDUCT OF USES 
 

All business, service, storage, and merchandise display shall be conducted wholly within an enclosed 
building or an opaque enclosure, including porches, except for off-street automobile parking, off street 
loading, and the usual pumping operations of gasoline sales and permitted open sales or storage lots. 
Vehicle repair and service work may be performed outside of an enclosed building. Any vehicle that does 
not have the repair completed by the end of the business day must be placed in an enclosed building or 
behind a screen enclosure that meets the standards of Section 26.800 STORAGE FACILITIES, 
subsection 26.810 ALL COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL USES HAVING PERMITTED OUTSIDE 
STORAGE OR DISPLAY OF MERCHANDISE, MATERIAL, OR EQUIPMENT.  Mechanical equipment 
may not be erected or constructed outside an enclosed building necessary to repair or service vehicles. 
Service bays shall be oriented to the north. 
 
When a lot is used for commercial purposes and abuts a lot within any developed residential district, a 
masonry wall of not less than six (6) feet or more than eight (8) feet in height shall be erected and 
maintained along the abutting side and/or rear yard line prior to a certificate of occupancy for the building 
being issued. 
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Said wall shall be reduced to thirty-six (36) inches in height within a required front yard of the adjacent 
residential property. If there is a dedicated alley or public roadway separating the commercial property 
from the residential property, the alley or public roadway shall serve as the buffer and the masonry wall 
shall not be required unless so specified by ordinance relating to the rezoning of the subject property. 
 
 

18.400 SITE DEVELOPMENT 
 

1. A project shall be developed to be compatible with the immediate environment of the site and to 
be sensitive to the surrounding neighborhood.  Damage to the natural environment should be 
minimized.  Clear grading of lots, especially large lots, should be avoided. 

 
2. Projects shall be designed to minimize interference with the privacy, quiet and views of 

neighbors. 
 

3. Projects shall be designed to minimize traffic problems. 
 

4. Projects shall be designed to retain a site’s natural topography whenever possible.  The project 
should be planned to fit the site’s natural conditions rather than altering the site to accommodate 
the project.  Excessive cuts and fills should be avoided. 

 
5. The street pattern should respond to topography.  Curvilinear streets may have to be used in 

some instances. 
 

6. All developments shall have the buildings setback a minimum of 25-feet from the street property 
lines and residential zoning district lines. 

 
7. Curb cuts on arterial and collector streets shall be limited.  The guidelines for access onto arterial 

and collector streets as follows: 
 

a. No driveway onto an arterial street or collector street shall be located closer than one-
hundred (100) feet to the nearest intersecting curb line. 

 
b. Access to and from arterial and collector streets should be limited to street intersections.  

Properties with frontage on these streets should have access by a parallel road or a side 
street when this option is available.  One (1) driveway will be permitted on side streets when 
the frontage is less than two-hundred (200) feet.  Two (2) driveways will be permitted on side 
streets when the frontage is three-hundred (300) to six-hundred (600) feet. 

 
c. The use of shared driveways between adjacent parcels on arterials is required when 

appropriate. 
 

d. Adjacent driveways should be no closer than sixty (60) feet. 
 

e. Driveways on opposite sides of a street should not be offset less than one-hundred-fifty (150) 
feet. 

 
8. A main driveway into a site should have adequate space for stacking of vehicles.  If over forty 

(40) parking spaces are required by the use and building size, fifty percent (50%) of the required 
parking spaces should be located to the side or rear of the proposed building. 

 
9. Access to and from arterial and collector streets should be limited to street intersections.  

Properties with frontage on these streets should have access by a parallel road or a side street 
when this option is available. 
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10. Sidewalks and tree landscaping (properly irrigated and maintained by the property owner) shall 
be required in accordance with Section 10.000 LANDSCAPING of this ordinance.  

 
11. Exterior lighting, when used, shall adhere to Section 34.000: OUTDOOR LIGHTING CODE, of 

the City Zoning Ordinance. 
 

12. There should be a pleasant transition from the street to the buildings.  This can be accomplished 
by the use of sidewalks and landscaping. 

 
13. The site organization of a project should take into consideration the arrangement of building in 

relation to open spaces, landscaping and the elements of adjacent sites. 
 

14. Proportion, scale, continuity and balance should prevail in all aspects of a project. 
 

18.500 LIGHTING 
 
A. Purpose and Applicability. 
 

1. Purpose. It is intended to ensure appropriate lighting levels that support way-finding and 
crime prevention, assist people with visual impairments, allow flexibility in architectural 
design, minimize undesirable light and glare into adjoining properties and minimize light 
pollution into the nighttime sky. 

 
2. Applicability. This subsection applies to lighting for uses on-site. It does not apply to 

streetlights in the public right-of-way, which are governed by the City of Kingman Street and 
Sidewalk Regulations. All exterior lighting installations require the approval of the 
Development Services Director or designee, prior to installation.  Any person applying for a 
building, electrical or sign permit to install outdoor lighting fixtures shall, as a part of said 
application, submit evidence that the proposed work will comply with the provisions of this 
subsection. 

 
B. Photometric Plan. 
 

Any building or development submitted for a building permit shall contain information on the 
type of lighting and illumination levels proposed (photometric plan). The contents of 
photometric plans shall be as specified in Appendix E. 
 

C. Lighting Standards. 
 

Prior to issuance of a building, electrical or sign permit, the Development Services Director, or 
designee, shall determine that the submitted plans and details for said permit are in conformance 
with the following standards. The stamping of the plans and the signature of the Development 
Services Director, or designated representative, and the date of the signature shall indicate that 
the plans are in conformance. Should the applicant desire to add or subtract outdoor light fixtures 
or lamps to be installed on private property after a permit has been issued, the applicant shall 
submit all changes to the Development Services Director or designated representative for 
approval, with adequate information to assure compliance with this chapter. 

 
 

1. Illumination in General. Exterior lighting shall provide for appropriate and desirable nighttime 
illumination for all uses on and related to the site, including, but not limited to, pedestrian 
pathways, plazas, courtyards, building entrances, parking and driveway areas, automatic 
teller machines (ATMs), and other outdoor spaces commonly used at night. Lighting of 



11 
 

exterior areas shall reduce conflicts between building design and landscape treatments, 
provide appropriate surveillance for crime prevention, and minimize glare or intrusive light 
onto adjoining properties and into the night sky. 
 

2. Illumination Levels. The maximum illumination level for on-site lighting is forty (40) foot-
candles as measured at grade, based on light loss factor of sixty-eight percent and seventy-
two percent (0.72) for high pressure sodium lighting. Refer to subsection E. Exemptions. 
 

3. Mounting and Operation of Light Fixtures. The mounting and operation of light fixtures 
shall be governed by the following: 

 
a. Building mounted light fixtures shall be attached only to walls and the top of the 

fixture shall not be higher than necessary to illuminate the area required; 
 

b. In any residential zoning district or within fifty (50) feet of any residential zoning 
district, freestanding light fixtures shall not exceed eighteen (18) feet in height. Within 

the next fifty (50) to one hundred fifty (150) feet of any residential zoning district, 
freestanding light fixtures shall not exceed twenty-five (25) feet in height. In all other 
locations, freestanding light fixtures shall not exceed thirty (30) feet in height. 

 
c. To comply with a. and b. above, height shall be measured from the top of a light 

fixture to the adjacent grade at the base of the support for that light fixture; 
 

d. Controls for lights for rest rooms identified for general public use shall be of the style 
that cannot be turned off or on by users other than employees of the business; 

 
e. Light fixture design: 

 
i. All luminaries used for security shall be vandal resistant that resist 

tampering, incorporate vandal resistant refractors (lens) and be provided 
with a gasket or seal that is designed to resist rain, dust and insect 
contamination; 
 

ii. Outdoor light fixtures, which are full cutoff to direct all light below a 
horizontal plane through the bottom of the fixture and have no lens which 
drops below the fixture may use any illumination source, up to a maximum 
of forty (40) foot-candles, as provided in subsection C.2; 

 
iii. Outdoor light fixtures, which have a lens or diffuser which is visible above 

the horizontal plane and constructed of white/opal glass, are considered 
non-cutoff and filtered and shall be limited to the light output equal to a one 
hundred (100) watt incandescent bulb, no greater than one thousand seven 
hundred (1,700) lumens; 

 
iv. Outdoor light fixtures, which have a lens or diffuser which is visible above 

the horizontal plane and constructed of clear or prismatic glass, are 
considered non-cutoff and non-filtered and shall be limited to the light 
output equal to a fifty (50) watt incandescent bulb no greater than six 
hundred (600) lumens; 
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v. All conduits shall be concealed; 
 

vi. The foot-candle level at the property line adjacent to a single-family district 
(from the proposed lighting) shall not exceed one-half (0.5) foot-candle. 
Lighting next to a residential use shall not spill over onto that use; 

 
vii. Lighting fixtures used to illuminate an outdoor advertising sign (billboard) 

shall be mounted on the top of the sign structure and shall comply with the 
shielding requirements of this subsection; 

 
f. Ornamental twinkling lights are permitted when part of a window display, patio, 

landscape or other integral part of a business, provided that they do not exceed one-
half (0.5) foot-candles at the property line and do not conflict with the provisions of 
subsection C.3.e. above, related to adjacent residential use; and 
 

g. Other conditions related to lighting may be required through development plan review. 
 

4. Specific Areas to be Illuminated. The following areas on a building or development shall be 
illuminated to the minimum security lighting levels shown below: 

 
a. All loading areas and docks shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with four (4) foot-

candles of light at finish grade; 
 

b. Carport parking structures shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with three (3) foot-
candles, including the adjacent landscape area at finish grade; 

 
c. Parking structures and parking garages shall be illuminated from dawn to dusk with 

ten (10) foot- candles, and from dusk to dawn with four (4) foot-candles. Sub-level 
parking shall be continuously illuminated twenty-four (24) hours a day with four (4) 
foot-candles at finish grade. Transitional lighting will be required at all entry areas; 

 
d. All stairwells, landings and under areas under the lower landing shall be continuously 

illuminated with five (5) foot-candles; 
 

e. Breezeway lighting shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with four (4) foot-candles. 
Transitional lighting will be required at all entry areas to the breezeway corridor; 

 

f. Exterior pedestrian pathways and adjacent landscape areas within twenty (20) feet 
of the pathway shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with one-half (0.5) foot-candle 
of light at finish grade. Pedestrian gates shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with 
five (5) foot-candles and two (2) foot-candles within a fifteen (15) foot radius; 
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g. Retention areas shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with one-half (0.5) 
footcandle of light at finish grade; 

 
h. Cluster or gang mailboxes shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn, with five (5) foot-

candles of light for a fifteen (15) foot radius of the mailboxes; 
 

i. Parking lots, aisles and refuse areas shall be illuminated from dusk to dawn as 
follows: 

 
i. Parking spaces for motor vehicles and bicycles shall be illuminated with 

two (2) foot-candles; 
 

ii. Parking lot drive aisles shall be illuminated with one (1) foot-candle; 
 

iii. Refuse areas shall be illuminated to two (2) foot-candles, with gates five (5) 
foot-candles; 

 
j. All building entrances and vehicular gates at operator or locking mechanism shall be 

illuminated with five (5) foot-candles at the entrance and two (2) foot-candles within a 
fifteen (15) foot radius from the center point of the entrance; and 
 

k. Secondary lighting may be required to supplement the primary security lighting due 
to design elements and landscape conflicts, in order to meet the minimum lighting 
criteria. 

 
D. Prohibited Lighting. Except as provided under subsection E. Exemptions, mercury vapor 

fixtures is prohibited. 
 

E. Exemptions. 
 

1. Exemptions. The following types of lights are exempt from the standards in subsections C 
and D: 

 
a. Lighting used for single-family homes and accessory buildings, provided no 

measurable light spills over to adjacent property; 
 

b. Lighting specifically directed at a flag may be unshielded and unfiltered provided that 
the beam spread is limited to a narrow spot (approximately seven (7) degrees) and the 
fixture aperture is concealed by a matrix grid to limit glare; 

 
c. Lighting of baseball fields, softball fields, football fields, soccer fields, golf courses and 

golf driving range, and other similar sporting venues shall be exempt from the height 
and shielding requirements in subsection C.3.; 

 
d. Lighting of baseball fields, softball fields, football fields, soccer fields, golf courses and 

golf driving ranges, and other similar sporting venues, shall be allowed to exceed the 
maximum illumination limitation level of forty (40) foot-candles until 11:00 PM. No 
outdoor recreational facility, public or private, shall be illuminated after 11:00 p.m. 
except to conclude any recreational or sporting event or other activity conducted at a 
ball park, outdoor amphitheater, arena, or similar facility in progress prior to 11:00 p.m.; 
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e. Automobile dealerships are allowed a maximum illumination level of eighty (80) foot-
candles at display areas until 11:00 pm; 

 
f. Fossil fuel light produced directly or indirectly by the combustion of natural gas or other 

utility-type fossil fuels is exempt from the provisions of this section; 
 

g. City of Kingman ornamental lighting is exempt from the provisions of this section and is 
a permitted lighting installation; 

 
h. Glass tubes filled with neon, argon or krypton do not require shielding or filtering; 

 
i. Lighting necessary for construction or emergencies is exempt from the provisions of 

this subsection, provided said lighting is temporary and is discontinued immediately 
upon completion of the construction work or abatement of the emergency necessitating 
said lighting; 

 
j. Searchlights require a temporary exemption approval, as provided in k below; 

 
k. Temporary exemptions to the requirements of this subsection may be granted by the 

Development Services Director or designated representative upon finding that the 
exemption does not violate any provision of this zoning district and it would not pose a 
hardship on any adjacent property or use. Such requests shall be submitted in writing 
to the Development Services Department and include the following information: 

 
(1) Specific exemption(s) requested; 
(2) Type and use of exterior light involved; 
(3) Duration of time for requested exemption; 
(4) Type of lamp and foot-candles; 
(5) Total wattage of lamp(s); 
(6) Proposed location of exterior light; and 

 

l. For street lighting within the public right-of-way, the Development Services Director or 
Public Works Director, or designee, may approve an alternate type of lighting not 
otherwise provided in this chapter if he or she finds that the proposed design, material 
or method: 

 
(1) Provides approximate equivalence to the specific requirements of this article; or, 
(2) Is otherwise satisfactory and complies with the intent of this article. 

 
 

18.600 BUILDINGS 
 

1. The maximum height for all buildings shall be fifty (50) feet. 
 

2. The intent of the design review is to create architectural design quality, based on a common set 
of principles which include consideration of the unique environment, climate, and context of the 
Kingman Crossing area and its natural setting in the City of Kingman.  A broad Southwestern 
theme, however this theme is not intended to limit architectural innovation within the general 
styles below.  These styles include: Southwestern Traditional, Arizona Territorial, Pueblo, and 
Spanish Colonial. 

 
3. Buildings shall be compatible with the neighborhood character. 
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4. Buildings shall be compatible with the colors and textures of the surrounding environment.  Warm 
earth tone colors shall be used.  This would not exclude the ability of a user to express a 
corporate logo or color as a minor element in the overall design. 

 
5. Highly reflective materials that create glare shall not be used.  Preferred exterior materials shall 

be stucco, brick, adobe, natural stone, textured concrete, or textured and split face concrete 
masonry units.  Materials such as pre-fabricated metal wall panels and smooth faced concrete 
shall not be used. 

 
6. All glass or all metal buildings, including accessory buildings and structures visible from any 

street shall be avoided. 
 

7. Reduce the apparent size and mass of buildings.  Break up the mass of large buildings by 
dividing into basic geometric components with intersecting wall planes.  Long blank walls, even 
with appropriate colors, are not permitted.  Walls shall not have runs of greater than twenty-five 
(25) linear feet without an architectural feature breaking up the expanse.  These features could be 
columns with contrasting but complimentary colors, pilasters, tile contrasts, varied facades or 
parapets. 

 
8. Any exposed roof to street view shall use complimentary colored concrete tile, or a method 

compatible with the themes and intents above. 
 

9. Mechanical equipment, to the extent possible, should be located on the ground, with screening. 
 

10. Any mechanical equipment, that has to be on the roof, shall be screened, with architecturally 
compatible features. 

 
11. Parapets shall not be one (1) continuous height, but should be varied in height.  Parapet caps 

shall contrast with the prime color of the building with contrasting but complimentary colors.  
Exposed metal strips should not be used. 

 
12. Varied window and door openings shall be required. 

 
13. Entryways shall not be flush with the building wall, but should be recessed at least one (1) foot, or 

shall be covered, with human scale overhangs, or trellis. 
 

14. Service features, such as electric or telephone boxes, irrigation boxes, any exposed 
communication equipment etc., shall be shown on the site plan and shall be screened, or 
designed with compatible colors and materials. 

 
15. All building elevation (sides) shall be shown in submitted plans and design elements required 

shall be expressed on all sides of the building. 
 

16. Storage or shipping containers, as accessory uses, are prohibited. 
 
 

18.700 SIGNS 
 

A. INTENT AND PURPOSE 
 

It is the purpose of this subsection to provide regulations governing the location, design and 
illumination of signs and advertising structures for the preservation of the amenities, aesthetics, 
efficient and safe automobile and pedestrian traffic movements, property values of the surrounding 
area, the continued well-being of the City’s economy and the prevention of undue visual competition. 
 
 



16 
 

B. EXCEPTIONS 
 
The provisions of this subsection shall not apply to: 
 

1. Flags of any Nation, State, County, City or other political unit that meets the size standards of 
Executive Order 10834.  

 
2. Temporary decorations or displays celebrating the occasion of traditionally accepted patriotic, 

religious or local holidays or events. 
 

3. Signs not visible or intended to be viewed from beyond the boundaries of the lot or parcel 
upon which they are located, including but not limited to menu boards, operating instructions 
for gasoline pumps or car washes, etc. 

 
4. Official traffic, fire or police signs, signals, devices and markings used by any authorized public 

agency or the posting of notices as required by law. 
 

5. Address and mail boxes. 
 

6. Barber poles or similar symbols or devices used to identify and displayed in connection with a 
Barber Shop. 

 

C. DEFINITIONS 
 

For the purpose of this subsection, certain words and terms are defined as follows: Words used in the 
present tense include the future; words in the singular number include the plural, and vice-versa; the 
word “shall” is mandatory and not permissive; the word “person” includes individuals, partnerships, 
corporations, clubs or associations.  The term “governing body” shall mean the Mayor and Common 
Council of the City; the word “City” shall mean the City of Kingman.  The word “used” shall include the 
words “arranged”, “designed”, or “intended to be used”.  The word “erect” shall include the words 
“construct” or “reconstruct”. 
 
Abandoned Sign:  shall mean a sign, which no longer correctly directs or exhorts any person, 

advertises a bona fide business, lessor, owner, product or activity conducted or product available 
on the premises where such sign is displayed.  Abandoned sign shall also relate to any sign, 
which has been left in place after being substantially defaced or ruined by natural causes. 

 
Action Sign:  shall mean the movement of the sign body or any segment thereof such as rotating, 

revolving, moving up and down or any other type or movement involving a change in position of 
the sign body or segment thereof whether caused by mechanical or any other means. 

 
Advertising:  shall mean any writing, printing display, emblem, drawing, sign or other device designed, 

used or intended for outdoor display or any type of publicity or propaganda for the purpose of 
making anything known or attracting attention to a place, product, service or an idea. 

 
Alter or Alteration:  shall mean changed in structural components or increase in size, height and 

location or increases in electrical load.  It shall also mean any change in advertising content if 
such change causes the sign to change in classification from an on-premises sign to an off-
premise sign or vice-versa. 

 
Animated Sign:  shall mean the movement of any light used in connection with any sign such as 

blinking, traveling, flaring or changing degree of intensity of any light movement other than 
burning continuously. 

 
Building Sign:  shall mean any sign attached to a building. 
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Construction – Signs identifying the site of a building under construction; the maximum size of the sign 
shall be thirty-two (32) square feet. 

 
Curb Line:  shall be the imaginary line at the back of the curb nearest the street or roadway.  In the 

absence of a curb, the curb line shall be established by the City Engineer or his authorized 
representative. 

 
Directional Sign:  shall be on-premises signs designed to direct safe movement of traffic or pedestrian 

at corners, entrance and exit driveways or other hazard locations of commercial, industrial and 
multi-family residential sites. 

 
Directory Sign:  shall mean a sign designed to show the logos or symbols of several businesses on 

one structure; also it may be a sign designed to show the relative locations of the several 
commercial activities within a shopping center or other multi-tenant development. 

 
Electronic Message Display Sign:  A type of animated sign capable of displaying words, symbols, 

figures or images that can be electronically or mechanically changed by remote or automatic 
means.  Signs which employ light-emitting diode (LED) technology are included as a form of 
electronic message display sign.  

 
Free-Standing Sign:  shall mean any sign not attached to any building and which is supported by one 

or more uprights set in a fixed position in the ground. 
 
Front Foot:  of a building (or parcel of land) shall mean the maximum width measured on a straight line 

parallel to the street. 
 
Grand Opening Sign: a temporary sign that is utilized to indicate that a new business is now open to 

the public. 
 
Illegal Sign:  shall mean any sign not in accordance with or authorized by this subsection. 
 
Indirect Lighting:  shall mean lighting, which is remote from the sign fixture. 
 
Interstate:  shall mean Interstate-40 in respect to which the owners of abutting lands have no right or 

easement of access to or from their abutting land, or in respect to which such owners have only 
limited or restricted right or easement of access and which is declared to be a portion of the 
interstate system as defined by the Arizona Department of Transportation. 

 
Interstate Corridor:  shall mean that area immediately adjacent to Interstate-40 that is not closer than 

1000-linear feet from the Airfield Avenue, Cherokee Street, and Sage Drive road rights-of-way.   
 
Location:  shall mean a lot or premises, building, wall or any place whatsoever upon which a sign is 

erected, constructed or maintained. 
 
Maintenance:  shall mean the replacing or repairing of a part or portion of a sign made unusable by 

ordinary wear, tear or damage beyond the control of the owner.  The word maintenance shall not 
include, however, any act which requires that a permit be obtained. 

 
Mural:  shall mean any picture, scene, or diagram, painted on any exterior wall or fence.   
 
Off-Premises Sign (Billboard):  shall mean a structure portraying information which directs attention to 

a business, commodity, service, entertainment or products not necessarily related to the other 
uses existing on the premise upon which the sign is located. 

 
On-Premise Sign:  shall mean a sign directing attention to a business, commodity, service, or offered 

upon the same premises as those upon which the sign is maintained. 
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Political and Ideological Signs – shall mean signs on behalf of candidates for public office or measures 

on primary, general or special election ballots, or ideological issues.  
 
Price Signs – Price signs shall be allowed in commercial and industrial zones for a permitted use.  The 

area required for a price sign shall be included as a part of the total signage allowed by this Code 
for the business use.  Price signs shall be on-premises signs only. 

 
Projecting Sign:  shall mean any sign attached to a building or other structure and extending in whole, 

or in part more than twelve (12) inches beyond the wall or building line. 
 
Price Sign:  shall mean any signs, which designate a unit price for any commodity for sale on the lot or 

parcel of land, such as gasoline costs per gallon. 
 
Real Estate Signs – Non-illuminated real estate signs not exceeding eight (8) square feet in single-

family residential zones; sixteen (16) square feet in area in multiple-family residential zones; and, 
thirty-two (32) square feet in area in commercial and industrial zones, pertaining only to the lease, 
sale or rental of the property shall be allowed. 

 
Repair:  shall mean the re-erecting or reconstruction of signs damaged or knocked down by wind or 

any other force or condition.  Repair shall not include minor damage that does not affect the 
structural stability or parts of a sign. 

 
Roof Sign:  shall mean any sign erected or constructed upon the roof of any building.  All support 

members shall be free of any external bracing, guy wires, cables, etc.  Roof signs shall not 
include signs defined as wall signs. 

 
Shopping Center:  shall mean a group of commercial establishments organized in balanced 

arrangement for retail trade with provisions for combined off-street parking. 
 
Sign:  shall mean any device for visual communication that is used for the purpose of bringing the 

subject thereof to the attention of the public and not including decorative or protective coating on 
a building or structure. 

 
Sign Area:  shall mean the entire area within a continuous perimeter composed of parallelograms, 

circles, ellipses, trapezoids and triangles, or any combinations of these, computed to the nearest 
square foot. 

 
Sign Walker: A person who wears, holds, or balances a sign for commercial purposes.  A person who 

wears a costume intended for commercial advertising purposes is also included in this definition.  
 
Special Event:  shall mean any single event or series of events that occur on an infrequent basis and 

take place at a specific location in which the public is encouraged or invited to watch, listen, 
participate or purchase goods and/or services, including, but not limited to, the following: 

 
A. Commercial sales, including pre and post-holiday sales 
B. Political picnics or gatherings 
C. Arts and crafts shows, gun shows, knife shows, trade shows, antique shows and other 

similar events 
D. Motorized or non-motorized vehicle races 
E. Carnivals, fairs, circuses, mechanical amusement rides, non-domesticated animal acts 

or exhibitions, and similar activities 
F. Outdoor shows, concerts and exhibitions 
G. Annual events 

 
Static Display:  shall mean a sign face that does not change within a twenty-four (24) hour period. 
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Temporary Sign:  shall mean any non-permanent sign consisting of banners, pennants, wind-driven 

spinners, streamers, balloons, flags, inflatable structures/signs and signs made of paper or 
plastic. 

 
Tract Sales – Tract signs concerning the original public sale of property on a subdivision tract are 

allowed only on the subdivided land being sold.  Signs shall be a maximum of ninety-six (96) 
square feet; spaced a minimum of four-hundred (400) feet apart and are to be unlighted.  Where 
construction or tract sales exceed one (1) year, the permit may be renewed annually until 
construction or sales are completed.  There shall be allowed no more than two (2) signs for each 
subdivision tract except that if a subdivision tract contains one-hundred-sixty (160) acres or more, 
then a maximum of four (4) signs will be allowed. 

 
Tri-Vision Sign:  shall mean a sign that uses vertical Venetian type triangular panels to display one (1) 

or more, and not to exceed three (3), messages on an existing or proposed off-premise sign.  
Said signs shall change at intervals of six (6) seconds or more.  This type of technology shall not 
be permitted on any other type of sign. 

 
Wall Sign:  shall mean a sign applied to, or painted or mounted on the wall or surface of a building or a 

structure, the display surface of which is parallel to the supporting surface, not more than twelve 
(12) inches from the wall.  Marquees, facades, false fronts, etc., shall be considered to be a wall 
surface. 

 
Zone:  shall mean and refer to the Zoning Districts as defined by the zoning provisions of this 

Ordinance. 
 
Zoning Administrator: shall mean the Development Services Director of the City of Kingman or his 

authorized representative. 

 
C. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 

Compliance:  It is unlawful for any person to erect, install, repair, alter or relocate any sign or 
advertising structure without obtaining from the Zoning Administrator a written permit to do so, 
paying the fees prescribed and conforming to any complying with all of the provisions of this 
Code. 

 
Measurement of Signs:  For the purpose of determining the area of any sign, the following criteria shall 

be used: 
 

a. For on-premises signs, the sign area shall be calculated from the measurement of the 
circumscribed frame area, said area including all wording, symbols and integrated 
background.  Where a sign has two (2) or more faces, the area of all faces shall be 
included in determining the sign area, except that only one (1) face of a double faced sign 
shall be considered in determining the sign area, providing both faces are parallel to each 
other; not more than thirty (30) inches apart, and enclosed. 

 
b. Where a sign consists only of individual letters, numerals, symbols or other similar 

components, and is painted on, or attached flat against the wall of a building, and where 
such individual components are without an integrated background definition, and are not 
within a circumscribed frame area.  The total area of the sign shall be the sum of the areas 
of squares or rectangles surrounding each individual letter. 

 
Maintenance:  Each sign shall be maintained in a safe, presentable and good condition, including the 

replacement of defective parts, painting, repainting, cleaning and other acts required for the 
maintenance of said sign.  Any sign which is located on property which becomes vacant and 
unoccupied for a period of three (3) months or more, or any sign which was erected for an 
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occupant or business unrelated to the present occupant or his business, or a sign which pertains 
to a time, event or purpose which no longer applies, shall be deemed to have been abandoned.  
Permanent signs applicable to a business temporarily suspended because of a change of 
ownership or management of such business shall not be deemed abandoned unless the property 
remains vacant for a period of six (6) months or more.  Off-premises sign structure shall be 
deemed as abandoned if left vacant and unoccupied for a period of three (3) months or more. 

 
Projection of Signs:  Signs may not be permitted to project over the public right-of-way. 
 
Murals:  Murals are permitted on exterior building walls.   

 
D. ERECTION OF SIGNS 

 
1. Signs shall compliment and reflect the architectural theme of the principal buildings. 

 
 

2. All signs shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the current edition of the adopted 
Sign Code as adopted by the Common Council. 
 

3. All electric signs shall conform in design and construction to the appropriate sections of Article 
600 of the current edition of the National Electrical Code as adopted by the Common Council. 
 

4. The maximum height of any monument sign shall be six (6) feet. 
 

5. Building signs shall not exceed the height of the building wall to which it is attached. 
 

6. In the Interstate Corridor, the height of signs shall not exceed forty (40) feet above the finished 
grade of the Interstate.  The finished grade shall be the highest point of the interchange. 
 

7. No free-standing sign shall be located within twenty-five (25) feet of any other free-standing sign. 
 

8. At locations that abut a residential zone on a common property line, all free-standing signs shall 
be located at least eighty-five percent (85%) of the distance of the lot depth or width away from 
common property line with the residential zone.  In the event that eighty-five percent (85%) 
distance is less than fifty (50) feet, the free-standing sign shall be unlighted. 
 

9. All signs shall be erected in conformance with Section 26.000: GENERAL DEVELOPMENT 
STANDARDS, INTERSECTION VISIBILITY AND CORNER CUTBACK. 

 
E. TEMPORARY SIGNS 
 
The following temporary signs are permitted: 
 
Construction – Signs identifying the site of a building under construction; the maximum size of the sign 

shall be thirty-two (32) square feet. 
 
Tract Sales – Tract signs concerning the original public sale of property on a subdivision tract are 

allowed only on the subdivided land being sold.  Signs shall be a maximum of ninety-six (96) 
square feet; spaced a minimum of four-hundred (400) feet apart and are to be unlighted.  Where 
construction or tract sales exceed one (1) year, the permit may be renewed annually until 
construction or sales are completed.   

 
Real Estate Signs – Non-illuminated real estate signs not exceeding thirty-two (32) square feet 

pertaining only to the lease, sale or rental of the property shall be allowed. 
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Political and Ideological Signs – Political and ideological signs on behalf of candidates for public office 
or measures on primary, general or special election ballots, or ideological issues are permitted 
subject to the following regulations: 

 
1. No more than 60-days prior to an election and not more than 15-days following a general 

election, except that for a sign for a candidate in a primary election who does not advance to 
the general election, the period ends fifteen days after the primary election.  Such signs may 
be located within City of Kingman public rights-of-way, except in sign-free zones as identified 
by Council resolution.  In all cases such signs cannot be hazardous to public safety, obstruct 
clear vision in the area or interfere with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (42 United States Code section 12101 through 47 United States Code  section 225 and 
611). 

 
2. Political signs placed in the City of Kingman’s public rights-of-way cannot exceed an area of 

sixteen (16) square feet, if the sign is located in an area zoned for residential use, or a 
maximum area of thirty-two (32) square feet if the sign is located in any other area. Such 
signs shall not exceed three (3) feet above grade regardless of location. 

 
3. Political signs placed in the City of Kingman public rights-of-way shall contain the name and 

telephone number of the candidate or campaign committee contact person. 
 
4. If the City of Kingman deems that the placement of a political sign in its public right-of-way 

constitutes an emergency, the City may immediately relocate the sign.  In such case, the City 
shall notify the candidate or campaign committee that placed the sign within 24-hours after 
the relocation. 

 
5. If a sign is placed in violation of subsections 1, 2, and/or 3, and the placement is not deemed 

to constitute an emergency, the City may notify the candidate or campaign committee that 
placed the sign of the violation.  If the sign remains in violation at least 24-hours after the City 
notified the candidate or campaign committee, the City may remove the sign.  The City shall 
contact the candidate or campaign committee contact and shall retain the sign for at least 10-
business days to allow the candidate or campaign committee to retrieve the sign without 
penalty. 

 
6. No political or ideological sign may be installed on any sign, structure, or land (other than 

public rights-of-way) owned by the City of Kingman. 
 
7. Subsections 1 through 6 of this section does not apply to state highways or routes, or 

overpasses over those state highways or routes.  
 
8. Political and ideological signs may be located on private property with the owner’s 

permission.  Property owners may remove any political or ideological sign on his or her 
property at any time. 

 
9. Political and ideological signs shall be removed within fifteen (15) days following the primary 

or special election, except the successful candidates may leave them in their present location 
until (15) days after the general election, at which time the signs shall be removed. 

 
10. The person, political party, or parties responsible for the erection or distribution of any such 

signs shall be jointly and individually liable for their removal. 
 
11. Political and ideological signs on private property shall not exceed six (6) square feet in non-

commercial zoning districts; and cannot exceed fifty (50) square feet in all other districts. 
 
12. Such freestanding signs shall not exceed three (3) feet in height. 
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13. Sign permits are not required, nor do political signs count against a property’s otherwise 
allowable signage area.  A person, persons, or organizations planning to erect political or 
ideological signs greater than six (6) square feet shall place on the sign contact information of 
the person responsible for the proper erection, maintenance, and removal of the signs. 

 
14. Due to the weathering and degradability of the material of temporary political or ideological 

signs, no individual sign shall remain in place longer than one hundred and twenty (120) 
days.  This restriction does not apply to political or ideological messages located on 
permanent sign structures permitted through the non-political and ideological provisions of 
these sign regulations. 

 
15. Any signs which are deemed to be unsafe, defective or which create an immediate hazard to 

persons or property or are not in compliance with the provisions of this section shall be 
declared to be a public nuisance and shall be subject to immediate removal by the city. 

 
16. Any such signs removed by the city shall be held by the city no less than ten (10) days.  The 

city shall make attempt to contact the responsible person for the sign to advise that person of 
the removal.  The responsible person may pick up their signs from the city after ten (10) 
business days; the city may destroy the signs in their possession. 

 
17. All candidates, groups, or committees must comply with Arizona revised statutes and federal 

law regarding political or campaign signs and reporting requirements. 
 
Price Signs – Price signs shall be allowed for a permitted use.  The area required for a price sign shall 

be included as a part of the total signage allowed by this Code for the business use.  Price signs 
shall be on-premises signs only. 

 
Special Event Signs – These signs are permitted if a Special Event Permit is obtained from the City 

Clerk’s Office and are subject to the following regulations: 
 

1. A Sign Permit at no fee must be obtained from the Development Services Department. 
 

2. Limited to six (6) special events per year. 
 

3. The signs are limited to banners, pennants, wind-driven spinners, streamers, balloons, flags, 
inflatable structures/signs and signs made of paper or plastic. 

 
4. The signs can be displayed for fourteen (14) days per event. 

 
5. The on-premises signs shall not exceed sixty (60) square feet per sign and there is no limit on 

the number of signs. 
 

6. These signs shall be no taller than six (6) feet from the average finished grade of the property. 
 

7. The applicant may display off-premise signs with the property owner’s written permission. The 
signs are limited to sixty (60) square feet per parcel. The written permission for each property 
shall be attached to the sign permit application. 

 
8. The signs shall not be illuminated. 

 
9. These signs shall be contained on private property and shall not be placed in the public right-

of-way or be attached to any landscape hedge or bush, streetlight and signal poles, street or 
regulatory signs, or utility poles.  

 
10. These signs shall be removed by no later than the day following the conclusion of the event. 
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11. The signs shall be maintained in safe, presentable and good condition. 
 

12. The applicant is responsible for maintaining, repairing and removing the temporary signs. 
 

Grand Opening Signs: 
 

1. A Sign Permit at no fee must be obtained from the Development Services Department. 
 
2. All businesses shall be permitted to display grand opening signs, on a one-time basis, for a 

maximum of thirty (30) consecutive days. 
 
3. Grand opening signs are limited to on-premises signs consisting of banners, pennants, wind-

driven spinners, streamers, balloons, flags, inflatable structures/signs and signs made of paper 
or plastic. 

 
4. These signs shall be contained on private property and shall not be placed in the public right-of-

way, or be attached to any landscape hedge or bush, street light and signal poles, street or 
regulatory signs, or utility poles. 

 
5. These signs shall be no taller than six (6) feet from the average finished grade of the property. 
 
6. The signs shall not exceed sixty (60) square feet per sign and there is no limit on the number of 

signs. 
 
Sign Walker Signs – Temporary off-premise signs worn, held or balanced by an individual for 
commercial purpose are permitted subject to the following criteria: 
 

1. A sign permit at no fee must be obtained from the Development Services Department. Non-
profit organizations holding funding events are exempt from this requirement. 

 
2. The sign can be no larger than ten (10) square feet. 
 
3. A sign walker may only locate on a sidewalk but must keep at least four (4) feet in width of the 

sidewalk unimpeded.   
 
4. The sign must be worn, held or balanced while standing. 
 
5. No shade structure, chair or sitting device may be setup in the City of Kingman right-of-way or 

in the landscaping and/or required parking of any business. 
 
6. The spinning, waving, bouncing, tossing, throwing, juggling of signs is prohibited. 
 
7. A business shall only be allowed to use sign walkers for up to ten (10) consecutive days in any 

thirty (30) day period and there shall be at least a 20-day period before the commencing of 
another 10-day period.   

 
8. Sign walkers are prohibited from standing in the median of streets, in travel lanes, and 

landscaping and unimproved rights-of-way areas. 
 
9. Sign walkers may not be located within the twenty-five (25) foot site triangle as defined by 

Section 26.000 of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 

10. Sign walkers are permitted only from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
 

11. Sign walkers shall not use audio devices to attract attention to their sign or business. 
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12. Illumination of signs or costumes is prohibited. 
 

Weekend Signs – These signs are temporary weekend off-premise signs.  This may be permitted, subject to 
the following criteria applying to these signs only. 

 
1. Signs may be two (2) sided but may not be illuminated. 
 
2. Signs may be placed on weekends only.  (Friday, after 5:00 P.M., and Saturday and Sunday).  

These signs must be removed before 8:00 A.M., Monday morning or will be subject to 
confiscation at owner’s expense. 

 
3. No sign of this nature may be placed in a public right-of-way. 
 
4. Signs of this nature may be placed on private property only with permission of the owner. 
 
5. Signs may not exceed three (3) square feet in area, or thirty (30) inches in height and must be 

professional in appearance. 
 
6. Signs may not obstruct the safe movement of traffic at corners, driveways or other locations. 

 
F. PROHIBITED SIGNS 

 
Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Code, the following types of signs are prohibited in the 
City of Kingman: 

 
1. Vehicles Signs – Vehicle signs are prohibited unless all of the following conditions are met: 

a. The primary purpose of such vehicles or equipment is not the display of signs; 
b. Signs are painted upon or applied directly to an integral part of the vehicle or equipment, 

do not extend beyond the horizontal or vertical profile of the vehicle, and are not mounted 
to the truck bed; 

c. Such vehicles or equipment are in operating condition, currently registered and licensed to 
operate on public streets when applicable; and actively used in the daily function of the 
business to which the signs relate; 

d. Such vehicles or equipment are not used primarily as static displays advertising products 
or services, nor utilized as storage, shelter or distribution points for products or services, 
and; 

e. During periods of inactivity exceeding 72 hours such vehicles or equipment are not parked 
or placed in such a manner that the signs thereon are displayed to the public.  Vehicles or 
equipment engaged in active construction projects and the on-premises storage of 
equipment and vehicles offered to the general public for rent or lease shall not be 
subjected to this condition.  

 
2. Signs painted on the exterior of fences and roofs. 
 
3. Signs resembling official traffic control devices of any nature. 
 
4. Signs which display a continuous or sequential operation in which any exposed or shielded 

incandescent lamp exceed twenty-five (25) watts. 
 
5. Any exposed incandescent lamp with a red wattage in excess of forty (40) watts. 
 
6. Any exposed incandescent lamp with an internal metallic reflector. 
 
7. Any exposed incandescent lamp with an external reflector. 
 
8. Any revolving beacon light. 
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9. Abandoned signs. 
 
10. Action Signs. 

 
11. Off-premises signs 

 
G. PERMITTED ON-PREMISES SIGNS 

 
1. Area: One (1) square foot of sign area will be permitted for each foot of property frontage 

adjacent to the street, up to a maximum of thirty-five (35) square feet per sign. 
 
2. Distribution of Signs:  For each building there shall be no more than one (1) free-standing 

sign for each street the building or property abuts.  In the event that the property abutting the 
street is greater than six-hundred (600) linear feet, a second free-standing sign will be 
permitted on that frontage, provided the property frontage does not intersect with another right-
of-way (corner lot).  These signs shall not be placed closer together than two-hundred (200) 
feet.  There may be more than one (1) building sign provided the total size of combined signs 
does not exceed two (2) square feet for each front foot of the building frontage. 

 
 If there is more than one (1) business in a building, each business establishment will be 

allowed building signs computed as follows:  Two (2) square feet of sign area for each one (1) 
foot of business frontage along the street. 

 
3.   Roof Signs:  Roof signs are not permitted.   
 
4. Signs in Shopping Centers Outside of the Interstate Corridor:  One (1) free-standing signs 

shall be allowed per street frontage.  Two (2) square feet of sign area shall be permitted for 
each foot of property frontage adjacent to the street, up to a maximum of one-hundred (150) 
square feet per sign.  In the event that the property abutting the street is greater than six-
hundred (600) linear feet, a second free-standing sign of one-hundred (150) square feet will be 
permitted on the frontage.  The free-standing signs shall not be placed closer together than 
two-hundred (200) feet.  In the case where there are individual building pads set aside, along 
the street frontage, which are separated from the remaining portion of the shopping center by 
curbing, landscaping or other barrier, each building pad may have a monument sign limited to 
fifty (50) square feet and six (6) feet in height.  Individual businesses will not be allowed free-
standing signs.  Where canopies are used for outside pedestrian walkways, each business will 
be permitted to erect a sign under the canopies to identify their businesses.  The signs shall be 
counted as a building sign and shall be no larger than three (3) square feet. 

 
5. Signs in Interstate Corridor:  On-premise signs within the Interstate Corridor are allowed to 

be up to three-hundred (300) square feet and be forty (40) feet above the immediate freeway 
grade. One (1) free-standing signs shall be allowed per street frontage.  Two (2) square feet of 
sign area shall be permitted for each foot of property frontage adjacent to the street. In the 
event that the property abutting the street is greater than six-hundred (600) linear feet, a 
second free-standing sign of three-hundred (300) square feet will be permitted on the frontage.  
The free-standing signs shall not be placed closer together than two-hundred (200) feet.  In the 
case where there are individual building pads set aside, along the street frontage, which are 
separated from the remaining portion of the shopping center by curbing, landscaping or other 
barrier, each building pad may have a monument sign limited to fifty (50) square feet and six (6) 
feet in height.  Individual businesses will not be allowed free-standing signs.  Where canopies 
are used for outside pedestrian walkways, each business will be permitted to erect a sign under 
the canopies to identify their businesses.  The signs shall be counted as a building sign and 
shall be no larger than three (3) square feet. 
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H. DIRECTIONAL SIGNS 
 

Directional signs (as defined) may be permitted subject to the following criteria: 
 

1. The signs may not be located in a public right-of-way. 
 
2. The signs may not obstruct the safe movement of traffic or pedestrian at corners, driveways or 

other hazard locations. 
 
3. The signs may be two (2) sided and may be illuminated. 
 
4. The signs may not exceed three (3) square feet in area per side. 
 
5. The signs may not be more than three (3) feet in height for a free-standing sign and no higher 

than eight (8) feet for a building (wall) sign. 
 
6. There shall not be more than one (1) directional sign per driveway entering or existing onto a 

street and no more than six (6) signs per site or development. 
 
7. The signs must be professional in appearance and may not display any commercial messages 

other than corporate colors or logos and an arrow or the words “entrance or exit”. 
 
8. The signs shall be designed and constructed in conformity with the Building Codes of the City of 

Kingman and with the latest adopted edition of the Sign Code published by the International 
Conference of Building Officials (ICBO). 

 
I. ELECTRONIC MESSAGE DISPLAY SIGNS 
 

An Electronic Message Display Sign as defined may be permitted as, but not in place of, an on-
premises free-standing sign or a building sign subject to the following criteria:  
 
1. Intensity of Lighting.  Between sunset and sunrise electronic message display signs shall be 

limited in brightness to a maximum lighting intensity of 0.6 candela (foot-candles) over ambient 
light levels as measured using a foot-candle meter at a one hundred foot (100') distance from 
the sign. 

 
2. Control of Brightness.  Each sign shall have a redundant system for controlling sign brightness, 

including an automatic light sensing device or photocell that will adjust the brightness as 
ambient light conditions change, and a backup system based on local sunrise and sunset 
times.  

 
J. PERMITS 

 
1. A sign shall not hereafter be erected, re-erected, constructed, altered or maintained, except as 

provided by these regulations and the adopted Sign Code and after a permit for the same has 
been issued by the Building Official.  A separate permit shall be required for a sign or signs for 
each business entity, and a separate permit shall be required for each group of signs on a 
single supporting structure.  In addition, electrical permits shall be obtained for electrical signs. 

 
2. Application for a permit shall be made to the Building Official upon a form provided by the City 

and shall be accompanied by such information as may be required to assure compliance with 
all appropriate laws and regulations of the City, including drawings to scale indicating the sign 
legend or advertising message, sign location, dimensions, construction specifications, electrical 
components and wiring, method of attachment and character of structural members to which 
attachment is to be made, and the location of the sign hole and finished sign in relation to the 
property line and public right-of-way. 
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3. The Building Official shall issue a permit for the erection, alteration or relocation of a sign within 

the City when the application, therefore, has been properly made and the sign complies with all 
appropriate laws and regulations of the City, as verified and approved. 

 
4. Before issuing any sign permit required by this Code, the Building Official shall collect a fee in 

accordance with adopted Building Code as adopted by the Common Council.  Temporary real 
estate signs in excess of eight (8) square feet in area are required to purchase an annual 
permit at a fee of five (5) dollars yearly from date of purchase for each sign.  Each temporary 
real estate sign must clearly display the issued permit number in the front lower right hand 
corner of the sign. 

 
5. Once a building permit has been issued, the permit will be governed in accordance with the 

appropriate provisions of latest adopted edition of the Building Code. 
 

6. The following signs shall not require a sign permit.  These exemptions shall not be construed 
as relieving the owner of the sign from the responsibility of its erection and maintenance, and 
its compliance with the provisions of this Code or any other law or ordinance regulating the 
same. 

 
a. The changing of the advertising copy or message on a painted or printed sign only.  Except 

for theater marquees and similar signs specifically designed for the use or replaceable 
copy, electric signs shall not be included in this exception. 

 
b. Painting, repainting or cleaning of an advertising structure or the changing of the 

advertising copy or message thereon shall not be considered an erection or alteration 
which requires a sign permit unless a structural change is made. 

 
 

 

18.800 LANDSCAPING 
 

1. Natural features, such as rock out-outcropping and water courses, should be incorporated into 
the project’s design whenever possible. 

 
2. Landscaped areas shall be protected from damage from automobiles by the use of bumper 

guards, etc. 
 

3. Pedestrian areas should be shaded with landscaping whenever possible. 
 

4. A coherent, logical landscaping design should be utilized and in accordance with Section 10.000 
LANDSCAPING.  Landscaping plans shall exhibit an organized concept, not just an arrangement 
of plants with appropriate irrigation. 

 
5. On site plans, the type, size and number of plants, and the location and design of landscaped 

areas should be shown, along with the irrigation systems.  The Kingman Landscape Ordinance 
standards are the minimum required in the corridor. 

 

18.900 SCREENING 
 

1. Trash receptacles shall be screened.  The screening shall be designed so that garbage collection 
vehicles can easily service these areas. 

 
2. Exterior mechanical and electrical equipment, such as meter boxes, electrical and gas 

connections, solar devices, etc., shall be screened. 
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3. Screening can be accomplished by using site obstructing vegetation or site obstructing fences 

which are made of materials that are architecturally compatible with the principal buildings. 
 

4. Screening for trash receptacles should be a minimum of six (6) feet in height. 
 

5. If roof-mounted mechanical equipment is used it shall be screened in a manner architecturally 
compatible with the building whenever possible. 

 
6. All utility stations and substations shall be screened with landscaping or a site obstructing fence. 

 
7. All utilities should be placed underground whenever feasible. 

 
8. All commercial and multiple family areas shall be screened from adjoining residential areas, even 

if a street or alley intervenes.  Split face block, stucco, or compatible wrought iron, fences, of 
architecturally compatible wood or mimic material shall be used, in conjunction with landscaping.  
Chain link, barbed wire, razor wired, etc., are prohibited. 
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FIGURE 1:  SITE DEVELOPMENT 
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FIGURE 2:  DRIVEWAY GUIDELINES 
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FIGURE 3:  BUILDING COMPATIBILTY 
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FIGURE 4:  BUILDING INCOMPATIBILITY 
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FIGURE 5:  SIGN EXAMPLES 
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FIGURE 6:  MONUMENT STYLE FREESTANDING SIGNS 
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FIGURE 7:  TYPICAL LANDSCAPE PLAN 
 



Page 36 of 37 

 

EXHIBIT 1 
CITY OF KINGMAN 

DESIGN REVIEW CHECKLIST 
For the Kingman Crossing PDD  

 
 
DATE: ______________________________APPLICANT: ____________________________________ 
 
PROJECT: __________________________________________________________________________ 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ________________________________________________________________ 
 
REVIEWED BY: ______________________________________________________________________ 
 
APPROVED: ________________________DISAPPROVED: __________________________________ 
 
REQUIRES REVISIONS FOR APPROVAL: ________________________________________________ 
 

APPROVED 
REVISIONS 

NEEDED 
NOT 

APPLICABLE 
SITE DEVELOPMENT 

   
1.   Minimum street setback twenty (20) feet or minimum 

of zoning district whichever is greater. 

   2.   Limited curb cuts on to street. 

   3.   Access to street is at street intersection. 

   4.   Project is designed to minimize traffic problems. 

   5.   Street grid responds to topography. 

   6.   Sidewalks with tree landscaping. 

   
7.   Exterior lighting in accordance with subsection 

18.500 LIGHTING. 

   
8.   Site organization takes into account relation of 

buildings to street, landscaping, open spaces and 
adjacent sites. 

   9.   Proportion, scale, continuity and balance prevails. 

   
10. Project retains natural topography and is compatible 

with immediate environment. Damage to natural 
environment is minimized. 

   
11. Project designed to minimize interference with 

privacy, quiet and views of neighbors. 

   12. Other: 

   13. Comments: 

 
 

APPROVED 
REVISIONS 

NEEDED 
NOT 

APPLICABLE 
BUILDINGS 

   
14. Buildings are compatible with neighborhood 

character and with colors and textures of surrounding 
environment. 

   
15. Avoid all glass or all metal buildings. Highly reflective 

materials avoided. 

   16. Other: 

   17. Comments: 
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APPROVED 
REVISIONS 

NEEDED 
NOT 

APPLICABLE 
SIGNS 

   
18. Signs fall within the allowable type, number, size, 

height and square footage. 

   
19. Signs are building signs and/or monument style 

freestanding sign. 

   
20. Signs reflect the architectural theme of the principal 

buildings. 

   21. Other: 

   22. Comments: 

 
 

APPROVED 
REVISIONS 

NEEDED 
NOT 

APPLICABLE 
LANDSCAPING 

   
23. Site plans include landscaping plan that shows type, 

size, number and location of plants, and irrigation 
systems. 

   24. Recommended plants are used. 

   
25. Street property frontages landscaped with trees as 

the main landscaping element. 

   26. Parking lot landscaped. 

   27. Natural features incorporated into project’s design. 

   28. Pedestrian areas landscaped. 

   
29. Landscaped areas protected from automobile 

damage. 

   30. Other: 

   31. Comments: 

 
 

APPROVED 
REVISIONS 

NEEDED 
NOT 

APPLICABLE 
SCREENING 

   
32. Trash receptacles screened by a minimum six (6) 

foot screen. 

   
33. Trash areas easily accessible by garbage collection 

vehicles. 

   
34. Exterior mechanical and electrical equipment 

screened. 

   
35. Roof-mounted mechanical equipment screened in a 

manner architecturally compatible with building 

   36. Utilities placed underground. 

   37. Utility stations/substations screened. 

   38. Other: 

   39. Comments: 

 

 

 

 



CITY OF KINGMAN
ORDINANCE NO. 1600

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA:

AMENDING THE ZONING ORDINANCE MAP ON 31.33 ACRES IN A PORTION OF SECTION 9, T2IN,

RI6W BY REZONING SAID PROPERTY FROM R-R, RURAL RESIDENTIAL TO C-3, COMMERCIAL:

SERVICE BUSINESS AND PRESCRIBING CONDITIONS.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed a request from, MedCath Corporation, the owners of 33.3
acres located in Section 9, T21 N, RI 7W, to rezone from from ‘R-R”, Rural Residential to C-3, Commercial:

Service Business to allow a hospital and medical office buildings was found to be reasonable and appropriate

and in accord with the City of Kingman General Plan 2020, and

WHEREAS, such an amendment will further the objectives of the 2020 Kingman General Plan and assist

property owners, citizens and residents of the area to achieve positive growth and visual Improvements to the
area, and

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on options and had a final review of
this request at their regular meeting In November, 2007, after receiving input from property owners and
residents of the area, and public at large,

WHEREAS, the proposed rezoning is for 31.33 acres in the area proposed for Kingman Crossing, and a
proposed interchange with Interstate 40,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona:

Section 1: That they amend the City of Klngman Zoning Ordinance Map by rezoning the parcel described in
the attached Exhibits A and B located in Section 9, T21N, RI6W GSRBM, totaling 31.33 acres, from ‘R-R,
Rural Residential to C-3, Commercial: Service Business to allow a hospital and medical office buildings. Such
rezoning subject to the following conditions, which are proportionate to the impact of the facilities on the
community at large and to the proposal’s unique location:

A. Water service to this parcellsubdMsion will need to be reviewed & approved by the
Municipal Utilities Commission and City Council for water service to a new subdivision.
Utility extensions will be required to the serve this parcel in accord with MUG regulations,
and the Conceptual Water system analysis prepared by Mohave Engineering on behalf of
MedCath, of October 15, 2007.

B. File a new subdivision plat, as the creation of the three new lots meets the ARS definition
of a subdivision, with a new street involved.

C. Full street improvements are required across the property frontages at the time of
development on both Santa Rosa Drive & Kingman Crossing. Paved full width connecting
roadways and right of way dedications would be required on Santa Rosa Drive at the time
of the final plat tying into the end of the existing Santa Rosa Drive and onto Airway
Avenue. A site specific access analysis will be required to ascertain actual street
configurations which could include medians and right and left turn lanes. This access
analysis will coordinate with the large scale commercial areas to the south.

D. All roadway and drainage improvements to coordinate with the Draft Initial Design
Concept Report (Sept. 2007 DCR) prepared by URS Corporation and dated August 2007,
as may necessarily be amended after review and approval by the Council. Drainage will
be approved by the City Engineer as modified, and must coordinate with the proposed
Kingman Crossing interchange.



B. The Improvements at the Klngman Crossingl Santa Rosa Drive intersection should be
shown as called out In the August 2007 DCR, or the final agency approved OCR.

F. All conditions of Major Plan resolution 4046R shall be adhered to.

G. Any possible uses defined in the Zoning Ordinance as utruck stops” will require a
conditional use permit review.

H. The plan of development presented by HKS on behalf of MedCath, which Includes a total
of 237,400 square foot medical campus on 22.7 acres for proposed Parcel IA, shall be
substantially followed. The architectural style of the building will include earth tone colors
shown appropriate to the local desert and mountain terrain surrounding Kingman.

I. The owners of the property under this rezoning will participate, In the appropriate nexus
and rough proportionality with the financial implementation of the Kingman Crossing
Interchange as approved by the City Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Klngman, Arizona this 3rd day of
December, 2007.

ATTEST:

cQ
Deborah Francis, City Clerk

APPROVED:
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EXHIBIT A”

A parcel of land located within Section 9, Township 21 North,
Range 16 West of the Gjla and Salt River Meridian, Mohave County,
Arizona and being more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the West One—quarter Section Corner of said
Sect Ion 9 and running thence, North 0O’05’O6’ East, along the
West Line of said Section 9, a distance of 148.32 feet; thence)
South 8954’54’ East, 1438,72 feet to the true POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence, North 28°Q1’30” East, 42.00 feet to a point of curvature
of a curve being concave to the Northwest, the radius point of
which bears North 2801’30” East, 30.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 48.57 feet, along the arc of said curve
through a central angle of 92°46’16” to the point of tangent of
said curve;

Thence, North 25°15’14” East, 80.57 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the right having a radius of
180.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly21.43 feet, along the arc öf last saId
curve through a central angle of 06°49’20” to the point of
tangent thereof;

Thence, North 32°04’34” East, 196.07 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the right having a radius of
330.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 179.14 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 31°06’OB’ to the point of
tangent thereof;

Thence, North 63°10’42” East, 773.87 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the right having a radius of
295.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 265.31 feet, along the arc of last said
cw-ve through a central angle of 51°31’44 to the point of
tangent thereof;



EXHIBIT “A’
PAGE TWO OF TWO

Thence, South 65°17’34” East, 328.19 feet to a point on a curve
being concave to the Northwest, the radius point of which bears
South 7731’24” West, 1200.00 feet;

Thence, Southwesterly 609.66 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 29°06’32” to the point of
tangent of last said curve;

Thence, South 18°37’56” West, 44.74 feet to a point on a curve
being concave to the Southeast, the radius point of which bears
South 09°05’31” West, 1500.00 feet;

Thence, Southwesterly 621.42 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 23°44’ll” to the point of
tangent of last said curve;

Thence, South 75e222O West, 217.52 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the right having a radius of
1000.00 feet;

Thence, Northwesterly 744.43 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 4239’1Q” to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

The, parcel of..land heretr,-4escr4b- containing 22.77a’creS,
more or less.
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EXHIBIT “B”

A parcel of land located within Section 9, Township 21 North,
Range 16 West of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Mohave County,
Arizona and being more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the West One—quarter Section Corner of said
Section 9 and running thence, North O0°05’O6” East, along the
West Line of said Section 9, a distance of 148.32 feet; thence,
South 89°54’54’ East, 1438.72 feet to a point on a curve being
Concave to the Northeast, the radius point of which bears North
28°01’30” East, 100000 feet; thence, Southeasterly 744.43 feet,
along the arc of said curve through a central angle of 42°39’tO’
to the point of tangent of said curve; thence, North 75°22’20’
East, 217.52 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve to
the right having a radius of 1500.00 feet; thence, Northeasterly
621.42 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 23°44’ll” to the true POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence, North 16°37’56” East, 44.74 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the left having a radius of
1200.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 809.66 feet, along the arc of last said
to--a-poi-nt-----

Thence, South 85°17’34” East, 503.36 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the right having a radius of
330.00 feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 377.04 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 65°27’48” to the point of
tangent thereof;

Thence, South 0010’14” West, 242.33 feet to the point of
curvature of a tangent curve to the left having a radius of 30.00
feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 47.12 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 9O000OoH to a point;

Thence, South OO01O14 West, 42.00 feet to a point on a curve
being concave to the Northeast, the radius point of which bears
North 00°1O’14” East, 800.00 feet;

PAhNfOTwO
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EXHI9I “B”

PAGE TWO OF TWO

Thence, Northwesterly 275.57 feet, along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 19°44’lQ” to the point of
tangent thereof;

Thence, North 70°05’38 West, 180.59 to the point ofcurvature of
a tangent curve to the left having a radius of 1500.00 feet;

Thence, Northwesterly 282.89 feet along the arc of last said
curve through a central angle of 1O°47’53” to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

The parcel of land herein described containing 8.56 acres, more
or less.
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CITY OF KINGMAN
ORDINANCE NO. 1604

AN ORDINANCE BY ThE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
KINGMAN, ARIZONA: FOR THE REZONING CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED
IN EXHIBITS “A” AND “B” ATTACHED, FROM R-R: RURAL RESIDENTIAL TO
C-3-PDD: COMMERCIAL, SERVICE BUSINESS, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
DISTRICT AND C-2: COMMERCIAL, COMMUNITY BUSINESS

WHEREAS, Mohave Engineering Associates, Inc., agent for Vanderbilt Farms, LLC, and
Doctors Community Hospital, property owners, has requested the rezoning of certain property
from R-R: Rural Residential to C-3-PDD: Commercial, Service Business and C-2: Commercial,
Community Business, and

WHEREAS, the subject property proposed for 0-3-POD zoning is approximately 115.59 acres in
size and is described as a portion of Section 9, T.21 N., R.16W., of the G&SRM, Mohave County,
AZ, and further described in Exhibit “A” attached, and

WHEREAS, the subject property proposed for C-2 zoning is approximately 55.49 acres in size
and is described as a portion of Section 9, T.21 N., R,1 6W., of the G&SRM, Mohave County, AZ
and further described in Exhibit uB attached, and

WHEREAS, this proposed zoning districts are in accord with the projected land use and density
standards of the adopted City of Kingman General Plan 2020, and

WHEREAS, the requested zoning districts would facilitate the development of a proposed retail
shopping center, and

WHEREAS, the Planned Development District designation within the C-3 zoned portion of the
subject site is intended to provide for various types of land uses compatible with retail and
restaurant uses while excluding other uses which are not compatible with a retail shopping
center, and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plat for Kingman Crossing Commercial, Tract 6039 will serve as the
preliminary development map for the PDD proposal, and

WHEREAS, the rezoning requests were recommended for approval by the Kingman Planning
and Zoning Commission at the meeting of December 11, 2007 by a 6-0 vote with certain
conditions, and

WHEREAS, the Kingman Common Council has the authority to approve this request pursuant to
the City of Kingman Zoning Ordinance, Sections 13.000, 19.000 and 31.000.
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NOW, ThEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of
Kingman, Arizona: That the subject property 115.59 acres in size and described as a portion of
Section 9, T.21 N., Ri 6W., of the G&SRM, Mohave County, AZ, further described in Exhibit “A”
attached, be rezoned to C-3-PDD: Commercial, Service Business, Planned Development
District, and the subject property 55.49 acres in size and described as a portion of Section 9,
T21 N., R,1 6W., of the G&SRM, Mohave County, AZ , further described in Exhibit “B” attached,
be rezoned to C-2: Commercial, Community Business with the following conditions:

1. The following uses shall not be permitted by right within the area zoned C-3-PDD: Storage
and equipment yards associated with contractors offices, Truck sales and service, new and
used, Truck and trailer rental and service, and Vehicle towing and storage.

2. The following uses shall not be permitted by Conditional Use Permit within the area zoned
C-3-PDD: BMX racetrack, Mini-storages, Motocross racetrack, Off premises signs
(billboards), Recreational vehicle parks, Swap meets (indoor and outdoor), Tire retreading
and recapping, Travel trailer park, and Truck stops for truck stop facilities.

3. Where the C-3-PDD district directly abuts any residential zoning district, all buildings are to
be setback at least 25 feet from the abutting property line. Parking areas may be allowed
within the setback areas, but those areas cannot be used for commercial truck deliveries or
outdoor storage purposes, including the placement of shipping containers.

4. Future building designs and colors shall be appropriate to the southwestern United States.
Colors should include warm earth tones and highly reflective materials such as all metal or
all glass buildings shall be avoided. Building designs shall include the use of varied
parapets, columns, popouts and pilasters to avoid the appearance of long blank walls.

5. At least ten (10) feet of walkway shall be required between the front entrance of any
buildings and parking lot traffic aisles to provide adequate walking room and to reduce
pedestrian/vehicle conflicts.

6. Overall sign plans shall be submitted at the time of development which compliments the
architectural theme of the principal buildings in terms of design and color. All free-standing
signs shall have skirting around the pole supports at the base. The sign base shall be at
least 50% of the width of the sign width.

7. All parking areas shall have one tree for every 15 parking spaces. A raised landscaped
berm or a continuous wall at least 3 feet in height or some combination of both, or other
screening method acceptable to staff shall be used to screen all parking areas from adjacent
public streets including Kingman Crossing Boulevard, Santa Rosa Drive, Prospector Street,
Grand Canyon Road and Wagon Wheel Drive. Perimeter planting strips at least 10 feet in
width along the street frontages shall be required.

8. Heavy landscaping and a buffer wall shall be located at the time of development where the
C-3-PDD district directly abuts any residential zoning district.

9. All commercial driveways shall align on both sides of the streets where there are no
medians.
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10. The issuance of building permits by the City of Kingman on the subject properties shall not
occur until a notice to proceed has been made by ADOT and construction of the Kingman
Crossing interchange has begun.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona
this 7th day of January, 2008.

ArrEST: PROVED:

Deborah FranEis, City Clerk L ster Byram, Ma967

APPROVED ASTO FORM:

Carl Ce ttomey
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EXHIBIT “A” C-3-PDD REZONING

DESCRIPTION FOR REZONE

A parcel of land located within Section 9, Township 21 North, Range 16 West of the Güa
and Salt River Meridian, Mohave County, Arizona and being me particularly described
as follows:

Commencing at the Northwest Section Corner of said SectIon 9 and running thence,
South 00°05’06 West, along the West Line of said Section 9, a distance of 2381.30 feet;
thence, South 89°49’28” East, 516.00 feet to a point being the Northeast corner of that
parcel of land as described in Book 4515 of Official Records, Page 896 and said point
being the true POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence, North 55°28’O? East, 530.87 feet;

Thence, North 52°33’l 9 East, 42.00 feet to a point on a curve being concave to the
Northeast, the radius point of which bears North 52°33’l 9 East, 1455.20 feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 623.02 feet, along the arc of said curve through a central angle of
24°31’49 to a point;

Thence, South 280 1 ‘3(T West, 42.00 feet to a point on a curve being concave to the
Northeast, the radius point of which bears North 2801’30 East, 1000.00 feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 744.43 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 42°39’l 0 to the point of tangent of last said curve;

Thence, North 75°22’20 East, 217.52 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve to
the right having a radius of 1500.00 feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 904.11 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 34°32’04 to the point of tangent of said curve;

Thence, South 7005’36 East, 180.59 feet to the poInt of curvature of a tangent curve to
the left having a radius of 800.00 feet;

Thence, Southeasterly 275.57 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 19°44’l 0 to the point of tangent of last said curve;

Thence, North 0001 0’l 4 East. 42.00 feet;

Thence. South 8949’46” East. 1301.85 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve
to the left having a radius of 529.50 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 92.42 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central angle
of 100 00’OO to the poInt of tangent of last said curve;

PAGE ONE OF iWO
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DESCRIPTION FOR REZONE
PAGE ONE OF1WO

Thence, North 80°10’14 East, 32.54 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve to
the right having a radius of 613.50 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 85.94 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central angle
of 08001 ‘33w to the point of reverse curve to the left, the radius point of which bears North
01°48’13” West, 30.00 feet;

Thence, Northeasterly 46.16 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central angle
of 88009380 to a point;

Thence, South 0O002090 West, along a line lying 42.00 feet West of and parallel with the
East Line of said SectIon 9, a distance of 71.69 feet to a point on the East-West
Centerline of said Section 9;

Thence, South 89°49’47” East, along the East-West Centerline of said Section 9, a
distance of 42.00 feet to a point being the East One-quarter Section Corner of said
Section 9;

Thence, South 000 03’27” West, along the East Line of said Section 9, a distance of
1633.36 feet to a point on the North right-of-way boundary of U.S. Highway 1-40;

Thence, North 73022040 West, along the North right-of-way of U.S. Highway 1-40, a
distance of 4260.29 feet to the point of curvature of a non-tangent curve to the left, the
radius point of which bears South 1 6°38’37” West, 11601.36 feet;

Thence, Northwesterly 708.18 feet, along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 03°29’51 to a point;

Thence, North 90005060 East, 504.56 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

The parcel of land herein described contaIning 115.59 acres, more or less.

çc
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06-637 PCL A REZONE
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EXHIBIT “B”: C-2 REZONING

DESCRIPTION FOR REZONE

A parcel of land located within Parcel 10 according to the Parcel Plat recorded on
December 3, 1979 in Book 1 of Parcel Plats, Page 6731 Fee Number 79-41155, Mohave
County Official Records, and within the South half of the Southwest quarter
of Section 10, Township 21 North, Range 16 West of the Gila and Salt River Meridian,
Mohave County, Mzona and being more partIcularly described as follows:

Commencing at the West One-quarter Section Corner of said SectIon 10, and running
thence, South CO°03’27 West, along the West Une of said Section 10, a distance of
570.00 feet; thence, South 89°56’33” East, 42.00 feet to a point on the West boundary of
said Parcel 10 and said point being the true POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence, South 89°56’33” East, 121.95 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve to
the right having a radius of 750.00 feet,

Thence, Southeastedy 778.33 feet, along the arc of said curve through a central angle of
5g27’36 to the point of tangent of said curve;

Thence, South 3O28’57” East, 166.49 feet to the point of curvature of a tangent curve to
the left having a radios of 496.41 feet,

Thence, Southeasterly 514.17 feet along the arc of last said curve through a central
angle of 59°20’48’ to a point on the North boundary of the South half of the Southwest
quarter of said Section 10, and said point being common to the Southeast corner of said
Parcel 10;

Thence, South 89649e45 East, along the North boundary of the South half of the
Southwest quarter of said Section 10, a distance of 1321.07 feet to the Northeast corner
of the South half of the Southwest quarter of said SectIon 10;

Thence, South 0004’17” West. along the East boundary of the Southwest quarter of sad
SectIon 10, a distance of 1090.90 feet to a point on the Northerly right-of-way boundary
of U.S. Interstate 40;

Thence, North 73022.04e West, along said Northerly right-cf-way boundary, a distance of
2756.40 feet to a point on the West Line of said Section 10;

Thence, North 0000327u East, along the West Line of said Section 10, a distance of
309.82 feet to the Northwest corner of the South half of the Southwest quarter of said
Section 10;

Thence, South 89°49’45” East, along the North boundary of said South half of the
Southwest quarter, a distance of 42.00 feet to a point being the Southwest corner of said
Parcel 10;

Thence, North O0°03’2T’ East, along the West boundary of said Parcel 10, a distance of
753.92 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 0

4°eic*re
e%

The parcel of land herein descilbed containing 55.49 acres, more or less.



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Tina D. Moline, Financial Services Director
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Determine a property tax base levy and use of revenues for the May 17, 2016
election 

 

SUMMARY:
Over the past several months, City Council has had many discussions surrounding the consideration of a
primary property tax.  At the January 7, 2016 Council work session the general consensus was to move
forward with the primary property tax initiative, but the property tax base levy and use of revenues were not
determined.  In order to meet the May 17, 2016 election timelines, Council must determine the primary property
tax base levy and use of revenues at the January 19, 2016 City Council meeting.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
Since the primary property tax base levy has yet to be determined and approved by the voters, the fiscal
impact is unknown at this time.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
In order to meet the May 17, 2016 election timelines, staff recommends Council approve a primary property
tax base levy and use of revenues.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Property Tax Base Levy and Use of Revenue Determination

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Finance Moline, Tina Approved 1/12/2016 - 2:14 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/12/2016 - 3:52 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/12/2016 - 2:32 PM



Property Tax  

Proposing a Levy Amount 

Determining the Use 

January 19, 2016 



WHY WE NEED TO REPLACE THE 0.50% TPT 

GENERAL FUND BUDGET  BUDGET BUDGET 

FY07 FY13 FY16 

REVENUES 

Local 

Sales Tax $14,800,000 $10,568,500 $14,100,000 
Room Tax (2%) 345,000 360,000 360,000 
Restaurant & Bar Tax 0 600,000 0 
Other Fees 696,500 838,500 800,500 

State 
Sales Tax 2,512,104 2,300,000 2,415,000 
Income Tax 2,862,177 2,860,000 3,275,000 
Auto Lieu Tax 1,480,000 1,340,000 1,300,000 

Recreation Fees 1,329,000 1,396,500 1,206,100 
Miscellaneous Fees & Charges 2,322,000 1,054,500 1,198,100 

Internal Fund Transfers 1,274,940 1,302,884 1,202,553 
TOTAL REVENUES $27,621,721  $22,620,884 $25,857,253 

EXPENDITURES 
Personnel Expenses $17,910,811 $15,755,173 $17,665,134 
Supplies & Services 5,127,250 4,859,600 5,307,418 
City & Internal Services 1,759,465 1,606,240 1,838,748 
Capital Outlay, Lease Purchases & Debt 1,332,700 488,500 851,000 

Cash Transfers & Budget Adjustments 3,437,988 2,030,497 1,915,505 
Contingency 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $29,568,214  $25,740,010 $28,577,805 

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE $6,442,870 $7,125,097 $12,831,834 
ENDING FUND BALANCE $4,496,377 $4,005,971 $10,111,282 
% OF OPERATING EXPENDITURES 15.21% 15.56% 35.38% 

FY07 FY13  FY16  

Total FTE’s 376.5 332.5 334 

General Fund 
/Dispatch FTE’s 249.25 218.5 221.5 

Building Permits 
                           

531  
                         

406  
                        

511  

Population 
                           

26,917  
                   

28,335  
                  

28,620  

Water Customers 
                           

18,585  
                   

18,628  
                  

19,077  

Sewer Customers 
                              

8,878  
                     

9,219  
                    

9,720  



WHERE DOES THE 0.50% TPT GO? 

ORDINANCE 1751R EXCERPT 
Section 6, The revenue generated from the additional 0.5% incremental increase in the tax rate will be designated as follows: restore 
and maintain general fund unreserved fund balance to no less than 25% of general fund operating expenditures; fund necessary police 
and fire mobile data terminal system; replace aged and obsolete breathing apparatus used by public safety personnel to operate in 
hazardous environments; replace fully depreciated public safety equipment and fleet; comply with state mandated automated 
fingerprinting system; reconstruction and improvements to Airway Avenue west of Stockton Hill Road; establish and install measures 
for a quiet zone in downtown Kingman; and if there are excess revenues in future years, said revenues will be applied to projects, 
public safety and general services as appropriated by the Council. 

BUDGET      
FY14 

BUDGET      
FY15 

BUDGET      
FY16 

SOURCE 
TPT - 0.50%          2,640,000           2,740,000           2,820,000  

USES 

Salary & Retirement - Public Safety           (226,709)           (511,199)       (1,581,837) 

Fleet, Equipment & Bldg Imp - Public Safety             (12,000)             (53,770)           (207,000) 

Capital Projects - SHR to Western           (165,000) 

Capital Projects - Quiet Zone             (20,000) 

Capital Projects - Mobile Data Terminal Sys             (89,615) 

Abatements             (50,000)             (50,000)           (100,000) 

Salary & Retirement - Other G/F Depts           (152,555)             (80,109)           (328,124) 
Fleet, Equipment & Bldg Imp - Other G/F Depts           (223,500)             (45,500)           (155,500) 

Supplies and Services           (185,500)             (49,270)           (312,500) 

City and Internal Services (Legal Fees & Bldg Imps)           (104,347)           (196,683)           (232,508) 

Interfund Transfers (316,355) 226,356 114,992 

ENDING BALANCE USED TO INCREASE G/F         1,094,419  1,979,825 17,523 



CITY AND COUNTY INCOME COMPARISONS 

CITY OF KINGMAN 
Median Household Income 

$44,433 
 

Poverty Rate 
18.0% 

 
Poverty Rate (as of 2010) 65 yrs and older 

19.1% 

MOHAVE COUNTY 
Median Household Income 

$39,200 
 

Poverty Rate 
19.4% 

 
Poverty Rate (as of 2014) 65 yrs and older 

26.9% 

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau 

Size of Family Unit Weighted Average Thresholds 
4 persons - $24,230 
3 persons - $18,850 

2 persons under 65 years of age - $15,934 
2 persons 65 years of age and older - $14,326 

Poverty Thresholds 



PROJECTS AND PRIORITIES  

PUBLIC SAFETY 

Fire Station #5 (East Bench)           1,850,000  Rapid Response Personnel - Recurring      260,175  

Fire Station #5 Personnel - Recurring             853,107  Rapid Response Vehicle        35,000  

Addition of Beat 6 Patrol Personnel - Recurring             306,760  Fire Station #2 Reconstruction/Trg Grounds   2,325,000  

Beat 6 Patrol Vehicles             360,000  Fire Engine Fleet Replacement      475,000  

   

Annual Vehicle & Equipment Replacements – Police AND Fire 

STREETS 

Eastern Street from Pasadena to Airway Up to 6,000,000 Kingman Crossing, ancillary roads and infrastructure 

Maintaining existing pavements in SHR, Andy Devine, and Airway 

OTHER PROJECTS 

AMR/AMI  up to $10,000,000 

Sewer Extensions   

Reclaimed Water Use 



PROPERTY TAX BASE LEVY COMPARISONS 
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FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 

Property Tax Levy           4,500,000         4,590,000         4,681,800          4,775,436          4,870,945  

Less:  TPT Replacement          (1,300,000)       (3,000,000)       (3,000,000)        (3,000,000)        (3,000,000) 

Less:  Delinquencies            (450,000)          (459,000)          (468,180)          (477,544)          (487,094) 

Leftover Property Tax Levy           2,750,000         1,131,000         1,213,620          1,297,892          1,383,850   7,776,363  

Build Fire Station #5 

     Construction & Equipment       (1,850,000) 

     Personnel          (927,000)          (954,810)          (983,454)        (1,012,958) 

Eastern Imps - Finance 20 yrs @ 4.0%          (441,491) (441,491)          (441,491)          (441,491) 

Property Tax Levy Balance 662,509 479,828 352,775 282,176 

FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 

Property Tax Levy           4,500,000         6,120,000         6,242,400          4,500,000          4,500,000  

Less:  TPT Replacement          (1,300,000)       (3,000,000)       (3,000,000)        (3,000,000)        (3,000,000) 

Less:  Delinquencies            (600,000)          (612,000)          (624,240)          (450,000)          (450,000) 

Leftover Property Tax Levy           2,750,000         2,508,000         2,618,160          1,050,000          1,050,000   9,976,160  

Build Fire Station #5 

     Construction & Equipment       (1,850,000) 

     Personnel          (927,000)          (954,810)          (983,454)        (1,012,958) 

Eastern Imps - Finance/Cash Option 

     Cash $3M       (500,000)       (2,500,000) 

     Finance $3M for 15 yrs @ 4.0%          (269,823)          (269,823)          (269,823) 

Property Tax Levy Balance           1,981,000            874,527            671,250            438,469  



LEVY LIMITS, RATES & EXEMPTIONS 

Property Tax Levy   $500,000   $3,000,000   $4,500,000   $5,000,000   $6,000,000  

Property Owner Rate/$100 Assessed Value $ .2808   $ 1.6849   $ 2.5273   $ 2.8081   $ 3.3697  

Yearly Cost to Property Owner with $100,000 
Limited Property Value 

 $ 28.08    $ 168.49   $ 252.73   $ 280.81   $ 336.97  

Rates based on FY15 primary assessed values 

Mohave County 
Mohave County   $1.9696 
Mohave County TV District   $0.0200 
Mohave County Library District $0.2236 
Mohave County Flood Control District  $0.5000 
Fire District Assistance Fund   $0.1000 
Total Mohave County   $2.8132 
 
Education 
State School Tax Equalization  $0.5054 
Mohave Community College  $1.2927 
Kingman Unified School District  $4.8809 
KUSD School Bonds  $1.5565 
Western AZ Voc Ed Dist (JTED)  $0.0500 
Total Education   $8.2855 

The average FY15 value (LPV) of a Kingman property is $80,190. 

Exemptions 
Churches, governments, hospitals and other non-profit 
entities are fully exempt. 
  
Widows, Widowers and Disabled Persons must meet 
certain eligibility requirements to qualify for an 
exemption. The maximum exemption for FY15 is a 
reduction in the assessed value of $3,724. 

Senior Property Valuation Protection Option 
Property owners 65 years and older must meet certain 
eligibility requirements to qualify for this option.  If met, 
the LPV can freeze for a period of 3 years.  Every 3 years 
thereafter, the property owner must re-apply. 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

John A. Dougherty, City Manager
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Fireworks 
 

SUMMARY:
At the recently held Council Work Session there was discussion on whether the Council was interested in doing
a Block Party or Fireworks for the July 4 celebration.  The direction given at the time was that Council was
more interested in a Block Party than Fireworks.  Also at the Work Session Ms. Judith Landells invited
Kingman to come to Valle Vista for a fun filled day of events, culminating in a fireworks display.  Since the
Work Session Erin Cochran has stepped forward and said that she is willing to raise the funds if the City is
willing to put on the show.  Erin needs to know, at this meeting, whether staff is being directed to put funds into
the 2016-17 budget to cover the costs and she will raise the funds and turn them over to the City to cover our
costs.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
Unless sponsors can be found the Block Party will have an expense associated with it, however, there should
be minimal costs for fireworks if Erin Cochran is able to raise the funds.
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
While it will be labor intensive, staff recommendation is to do both provided a safe location can be secured for
the fireworks display and funds can be secured from private sources.

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 12:45 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 1:30 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 12:51 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Engineering Services
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Engineering Department report and capital project updates 
 

SUMMARY:
Engineering Services will provide a report on the department and its functions and responsibilities.  There will
also be an update and review of current Capital Improvement Projects (CIP).
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
None at this time
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
This presentation is for informational purposes.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Slide Show

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
Engineering Henry, Greg Approved 1/12/2016 - 12:07 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/12/2016 - 3:53 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 12:52 PM



 

City of Kingman 

Engineering Department 

January 19, 2016 



Historic Engineering Building 
220 N. Fourth Street 

 



Organizational Chart 
15 Full Time Employees (FTEs) 



• Review and Approve Development Plans 

• Administer ROW & Utility Permits 

• Inspect Public Works Facilities 

• Address Properties & Subdivisions 

• Provide Survey Support & Control 

• Maintain Water and Sewer Records 

• Staff Liaison for Utility Commission 

• Administer Water/Sewer Payback Records 

• Mapping Needs 

• Implement CIP Program 

 

 

Responsibilities 



Performance Measures 

Description FY13-14 FY14-15 FY-15-16 (Est) 

Capital Projects ($) 5,486,738 1,181,124 7,000,000 

Development Plans 

Reviewed 

58 36 50 

Subdivision Plans 

Reviewed 

7 6 8 

MUC Applications 

Reviewed 

8 7 6 

ROW Permits 

Issued 

364 360 380 

Water Connection 

Permits 

179 

 (146 In / 33 Out) 

232 

(182 In / 50 Out) 

236 

Information 

Requests 

1,147 1,102 1,100 



Sewer Connections 

Description FY 12/13 FY 13/14 FY 14/15 FY 15/16 

(as of 1-8-16) 

New SFR Inside 93 115 170 79 

New SFR 

Outside 

35 32 29 16 

Existing Homes / 

Septic Failures 

4 5 11 1 

Commercial 7 5 10 1 

Totals 139 157 220 97 



Capital Improvement 

Program 

Current Projects: 

 

In House Designs - $ 7,499,000 

 

Consultant Designs - $ 1,371,000 

 

Under Construction - $ 5,152,500 
 

 

 

 

  



Current Projects (1 of 4) 

 



Current Projects (2 of 4) 

 



Current Projects (3 of 4)  

 



Current Projects (4 of 4) 

 



Questions? 

 



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
  

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons 
 

SUMMARY:
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Clerk Muhle, Sydney Approved 1/14/2016 - 5:32 PM



CITY OF KINGMAN
COMMUNICATION TO COUNCIL

 
TO: 
 

Honorable Mayor and Common Council 
 

FROM:
 

Carl Cooper, City Attorney
 

MEETING DATE:
 

January  19, 2016
 

AGENDA SUBJECT: Executive Session 
 

SUMMARY:
Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4), the City Attorney requests that the Council go into executive session to
discuss potential litigation regarding the Central Christian Church and the City's denial of a Conditional Use
Permit.
 
FISCAL IMPACT:
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Go into executive session for legal consultation.
 
Discussion and/or action if necessary.

REVIEWERS:
Department Reviewer Action Date
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:41 PM
City Attorney Cooper, Carl Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:41 PM
City Manager Dougherty, John Approved 1/13/2016 - 6:55 PM
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